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PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 


VTRT BUM* % ( T^T tfaHrHlT ) £TTT fcF^^ 

VtM^i 31T^T 3^7 

Statutory Orders and Notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 

(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


fcctl), 22 2003 

3ff. 2128 .—mm T^T^RT fa# fata 
1946 (1946^3TfafawU25)# 
«7HT6 %’RIRRfelT UHT 5 *tft (1) 

TtfaT TP*T MWR # «l fan'll -tf . T^. At. 

89 fafolK 2003 fataT 24-06-2003 SIR UTO TFta 

■HtWT # RSHfil ^ ’tflPrw % ‘nfci'* 

9ft %. 'R'TtaR TFt, ^T?f wf, fajT afft 

Am % t^T. -qtfmtf, % HifcW 9ft %. staifaT afa 
%»RT % 3T5TRT fataff 31 3?*iqi 

# UTO 120#'*tafeT «IRT 420 afkWMK Ptaltal sfafwf, 
2022 G1/10G3 ~ t 


1988 # *im 13 ( 2 ) 13 ( 1 ) (^) % arota 

stafaf 3 mfcm 3?«wt mm <t*tt 
TO gR % srgSFTtT ■ft’ ffa - ^ 31*^1 3# TT#f ^ 
fa# 3pq Snfaf % % f# fa# fata Ijffa 

% *19#^ ®fft atfa^rfeTT RiWTR 

_ t- .... __ _ * < 

^FnH^ Tl^T H wnl 5 I 

[A. 228/63/2003-#. i£T. At. t] 
•^MT ctafT, 3TRT 

CABINET SECRETARIAT 

New Deihi, the 22nd July, 2003 

S.0.2128.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (I) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
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Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 
25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of 
the State Government of Karnataka vide Notification 
No. HD 89 PCR 2003 dated 24-06-2003, hereby extends 
the powers and jurisdiction of the members of Delhi 
Special Police Establishment to the whole of the State of 
Karnataka for investigation of offences punishable under 
section 120-B read with 420 IPC and uhder section 13(2) 
read with 13( l)(d) of Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, 
against Shri K. Prabhakar Rao, Proprietor of M/s Phoenix 
Plasts Company, Shri K. Asokan, Proprietor of both M/s 
United Machinery Works, Hosur, and M/s A. L. Polymers, 
Hosur. and unknown officials of Canara Bank, for their 
fraudulent acts, and any other public servants or persons 
in relation to, or in connection with the said offences, and 
any other offences committed in the course of the same 
transaction or arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/63/2003-DSPE] 
SHUBHA THAKUR, Under Secy. 

M fa#, 22 2003 

^T.3R. 2129.—faffa RWR t^T^TCT fa# fa# 
1946 (1946 falfamfa 25)# 
RRT 6 % RT*t nffa RRT 5 # 3MRK1 (1 ) £RT WZ3 Rtf 

W 1 fat fTT w? TRW faRFT # fafa 

17-5-2001 # ri. 819/7T# 5RT TJTRT 

TRW # ^ 9-5-99 # fawt W (# RTT 

TTeT), fa# 8.10 W3 #cT# 

fat % 3RRTC TTRT d'lijtw WTTO Tt faffa 3t*RIT TRRRT 
RRcR, ^Ttrf fa WTR <T«tI fat TTWW % 3RpFR 3 
TTR 3TRRT faf R# Tt fait 3RR dtWT 5TSTRT 3RRlfa 
% afaqui % f#i fa# 'fatR 'jffat TRRHT % TT^faf # 
atR atfaqRift/cn RJT PlWH *l*'*^ u l ^K^SI-S tt^ "97 

ti 

[fa 228 / 16 / 2003 -#. TJ 7 T. fa t] 

sm Tlffa 

Mew Delhi, the 22nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2129.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (I) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 
25 of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of 


the State Government of Jharkhand, Home Department 
accorded vide Notification No. ll/C-101/2001/H.D./819/ 
dated 17th May 2001 , hereby extends the powers and 
jurisdiction of the members of Delhi Special Police 
Establishment to the whole of the State of Jharkhand for 
investigation of offence of tlieft of stainless steel worth 
Rs. 8 .10 lakh on 9-5-1999 from Bokaro Steel Plant (BSL) 
Bokaro, Jharkhand and attempts, abetments and 
conspiracy in relation to or in connection with the offence 
mentioned above and any other offence or offences 
committed in the course of the same transaction or arising 
out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/16/2003-DSPE] 
SHUBHA THAKUR, Under Secy. 

M fa#, 25 t 2003 

2130.—TRW fa# fa# 

'fw arfafam, 1946 (i946Rnafafamfa. 25) # 
RRT 6 % TRR Rfar RRT 5 # WTRT (1 ) SRI fafat 
faRT R# <JTHrclcl TT^R *K«bK % 7 JF faVFT # arfRTJRRT 
fa. 57/^-03, fatTRT 11 -7-2003 £RT RTRt 

TF*R TRW # W# fa fa TriF - ffa^ TTO, <1c*#4 TF^T 
fafa STKifai TRRfiT SKI Tjfa fat, #t fa ' 5 TRT^T fafa, 

fan# fat, Rlffan TTCR ffaff ffa#WT, 3RTR # 
faFFR RR 3t#*RT faR - 3R% TRR "3R# 5-^1 % fq<>£ ‘fatffa 
fa«fa «Tf^ fa' fafa % fa<R famR fa# rr 

RRcffa 7T%cTT ^ 
*IRT 376 %RF# % faffaRR SRR# "*f ^ 

«t«rqr erffa? farffa 3Rt#, fa 

wfaf R 8 TT R# fazRtSR % <H^sbH ffa Rl* 3 TRRT 
R# fa# 3RR arqfaf % % ffa fa# 

fa# Tjffal win’ll R>I 

(q«lk 7FR RT RR# 11 

[# 228/56/2003-# RR. fa t3 
^Rt RT^R, 3TR7 RfaR 

New Delhi, the 25th July, 2003 

S.O. 2130.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sectiou (I) of section 5 read with section 6 of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 
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1946), the Central Government, with the consent of the 
State Government of Uttaranchal, Home Department vide 
Home Deptt Notification No. 57/Grih-03, Dehradun dated 
11-7-2003, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of 
the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment to 
the whole of State of Uttaranchal for registration of case 
and for investigation of offence u/s. 376IPC in connection 
with establishment of physical relations with Ms. Jenny 
d/o Sh. Jawahar Jyoti Devri r/o village Safiya Safa Kuan, 
Distt. Tinsukia, Assam, against her will by Sh. Harak 
Singh Rawat, the then Minister of State Govt, of 
Uttaranchal, by giving allurement of employment and 
subsequently getting her admitted to Govt. Protective 
Home with the assurance that she would be given a job 
within a month but failed to fulfil the assurance and 
attempts, abetments and conspiracies in relation or in 
connection with one or more of this offence and any other 
offences committed in the course of the same transaction 
arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/56/2003-DSPE] 
SHUBHA THAKUR, Under Secy. 

25 2003 

^T.3tr. 2131.— 

1946 (1946 ^>T StfrtfWT 25) 

6 % 5 (i) srcr 

^ ^ 90 

Tft 3TR 2003 24-06-2003 

fa (*t n 

^t. rift, TOST, 4$# M7T ^ fa-, 

sft sm. rit. rift, PHfrre, fa. 

3?ft ritxrer. %. 

^TT, ^ %*q TOT, ^ ^ *3 

^ ^T TTRSTT, ^ft 5?t rit. 

TOft, TUTTO, *N> TO If^TT, ^ TTT^T, 

■yjf afa fapr^f spq 3T«TrtT 

% f^rxr ^rfroT ^ «fnr 12°-^ ^rrfe^T 

«TRI 420, 409 3ift V^l^rt Pl^K u i ^rfrtf^Trt, 1988 =fit ^TTrt 
13<2)^fell«ITU13 (1)(^) 

3rtKmf ft ftriftm smi mm w ^rit % 

SPJsJJR ft ^ 3T*raf ft ^?B r ^ 


^ vifarrif rifa sTferfrin ^ f=raiR wtfzv if*t ^ 
ft i 

[ft. 228/64/2003-ftt TJ^T. ^ tl 
3TSR 

New Delhi, the 25th July, 2003 

S.0.2131.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (I) of section 5 read with section 6 of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 
1946), the Central Government with the consent of the 
State Government of Karnataka vide Notification No. HD 
90 PCR 2003 dated 24-06-2003, hereby extends the 
powers and jurisdiction of the members of Delhi Special 
Police Establishment to the whole of the State of Karnataka 
for investigation of offences punishable under section 120- 
B read with Section 420,409 IPC and under section 13(2) 
read with 13(l)(d) of Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, 
against M/s. Dinesh Agro Products Ltd. (DAPL), Shri 
D.B. More, Chairman, M/s. Dinesh Agro Products Ltd., 
Shri R.B. More, Managing Director, M/s. Dinesh Agro 
Products Ltd., and Shri H.K. Deshpande, formerly 
Assistant General Manager, Central Bank of India, Pune 
Camp Branch, Pune, Shri K.K. Srinivasan, formerly Sr. 
Manager, Central Bank of India, Pune Camp Branch, 
Pune, and Shri P.V. Shastri, formerly Manager, Central 
Bank of India, Pune Camp Branch, Pune, for their 
fraudulent acts, and any other public servants or persons 
in relation to, or in connection with the said offences, and 
any other offences committed in the course of the same 
transaction or arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/64/2003-DSPE] 

SHUB HA THAKUR, Under Secy. 

farf 

^ 29 2002 
(3TOT) 

^T, 3tT. 2132.—3TmR srfrtfWT, 1961 (1961 ^ 

43)^«IRT10%^(23 7 T)%'3W^(iv)SRT^T 

TPtm 'gtJ 
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^nlRqci ^fRRl, Tit T^ 1999-2000 # 2001-2002 


etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 


(l) -3W& 37FT T9 arqqi 3^1 

3Trq ^ TRft % f#i 'zmx *frrT ^Tihrirr 
™ a^TcRT % ftm T*9T, fa* fa 

^7Tft 3*9991 Sfft Tg £. 

(ii) T>7-f9*lfRu) <5 h^«ki TR-fW<. u i ^9f # t?r?t 

^rf Tft *ft 9KT 11 THTtlRT 

( 5) f¥¥^S f%rit TT^r 37SRJ TT^ ■$ ^ 

■37^ nOch) # f*RT a*]«# # frfa (#^- 

9v#tt stttt faft 3 r? ^ arife % ^9 

^ 9T9T TT«TT 3^R#etf a fan # f*RT) 

T?f T#7T TjRt ^TJJ. 

(iii) 9f 37fm^T faft fa 3RT % 3R9 9 

^ft, % T9<lq K # 9T9T c99 <T«TT arfacTHT # ^ 
^ f% ^tt T9fa ^ TR-ffafa % Tft 
^ % fwfw fa # rT«TT ^ TfatR % 
ft‘ 3im # #01 falfa fa fafafa; 

(i\ ) TR-ffafa 3TFTTR falfTR, 1961 % umpft' % 
37TT fttuuf) fafa ^9 # 3TR3* 
■fatT/Rf % 3R!tf 9>|$cT fall; 

(v ) 9ft Rfar ft’ ^RiRcm uRi-ft afo ^U-HRpd qi 

™ ^v?# Tl# faft 3R39 Tit ^ # farft I 

[37ffaHTft. 356/2002/9T ft. 197/240/2002-39.faft-I] 

39^. ft). TT*T. ffa, aRT faiR 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

(CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES) 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2002 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2132 —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the ‘‘Swami Ramananda 
Tirtha Memorial Committee, Hyderabad” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 
to 2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, 
namely — 

(i ) the assessce will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewelleiy, furniture 


(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, imkacs 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of account are maintained in respect of such 
business, 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 356/2002/F. No. 197/240/2002 ITA-IJ 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

M 30 2003 

( 3JREET ) 

3RT. 3JT. 2133.—falffar, 1961 (1961 T9 
43 10 ^ ^ ^ 237T ^ (* v ) SKI VlRkl 4 f 

T9 cpri) gTT 1 

1999-2000^ 2001-2002 

<rr-‘^T5‘ % T#5HT«f arftsRj^r 3T«ri?L :— 

(i) TR-fWRq] Tyiq»l 37PT 3T8RT 

tit % f#r ^tt>t Tjrjfcrcr 

3TRRm f#i% %t 

WRI ^ t; 

(ii) TR-fr^iRq) TRf ^riTTT 

Trf 3nrRr % ^rt n 3 hvri 

(5) F* frRi^ fefl TT^T 37?RT 'QT? 3Tfv^ ^Tf 
3T«RT nM ^ f%7R nW Tl (3m- 

■'TTjferm, T>nlq< 3T8RT 3RT ^ 37lf^ % ^ 

^ STTT TTT 37^<%?r dj'VI^R ^ f^=T) ^9 

M?r T#1T 378RT ^ ^5RT ^9; 

(iii) TS 3rf%R^TTT 3TFT % ^ 

#fl, #1 % 4F|h<su< ^ -7RT wu arfiRTTR ^1 tjt* 
TT> % T(17T q>i(lqK ‘3T9 T>t 

^rfTT % ^ tttt ^ ifrtm % 

^ 3RFT ^ #139 ^feTT9q 773ft ^flcft #; 

(iv) TR-f#ftfcft 3TTWC 1961 

3 3 T bft 31R f^rpjft ftRtfrpr ^9 # 3?mR 
UrfTTJlft % TR^T 99^0 ^tjt ; 
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(v) ^ 3fa 

wm "a^f «piH Tmri 

[37fa7£5RT7T. 28/2003m. *77. 197/84/99-37IW ft.-I] 

' 3CT& % TJ7T. ftRCl, 3PJ7 

New Delhi, the 30th January, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.0.2133.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “India Brand Equity Fund 
(IBEF) Trust, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 
subject to the following conditions, namely - 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified-in sub-section (5) of Section 

ll; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profitsand gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of account are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 28/2003/F. No. 197/84/99-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

M 7 WTtl, 2003 
(3CT*m) 

^T. 37T. 2134.—37T*m srfufwt, 1961 (1961 
43) *7T7T 10 %T3n? (23 7 l) % (iv) 5TTT WT 

ynbi "gq *K«r>n. 7^7, 

2001-02 ^2003-04 

PiHlriRaci ^ra? % ■3q-75T5% hh)*iu«4 

STfriTjfocT :— 

(i) -3^ 3TPT ^ 37«TO 

3TPT ^1 wt % fw* 
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7T*!7t ^i^n hi vH (cn^ «r>\'ii, 

(ii) 3w 
3Tqfa % 7$7Ft qro 11 

(5) ^ 7^ 'dri 

ST^TO aO 5 !)! ^ Bt’-T hOhjI 7^ Plfa (^<4<- 
sreqr feft srt ^5 snft % 

3 tito <r«n aiwr •$ f^ro) 

Pi^^i * 15 ! «hVu 3 thhi vjim Hj 

(iii) aro % 77<q*4 

^ ttto w* w srfiTfrm ^ ^ 
TO> Ri> ijtu (-ihIRaI %T sj^hI h*) 

unfa % %q urrifTO) ^1 iwt ^ 4>fd«ire % 

^imt iff; 

(iv) arFTOt arftrPpm, 1961 % iTOUHt*% 

apjrirc amt aro Pwfha ^ anw 

tuRtor! % 7m 

(v) ^ arfMfro ti0i4f afri 

7m wr Tim ^ ^ t 

[arfoqrFTm 32/2003m 77. 197/270/2002-3TTORPt.-I] 

an^. it. ^ 77 . f^roi, ar^7 TTf^n 
New Delhi, the 7th February, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.0.2134.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Yusuf Meherally Centre, 
Mumbai” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 2001-02 to 2003-04 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate bodes 
of account are maintained in respect of such 
business; 
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(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 32/2003/F. No. 197/270/2002-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

M 14 wrft, 2003 

(3TPWT) 

qTT. 3fT. 2135.—•3TT*T3R 1961 (1961 

43) qRT 10 %T TST5 (23^1) (iv) SKI TTaVT VIfqdql 

efiT ■JPTFT qTF Td? ‘ * faSCT WT, 

2002-2003 % 2004-2005 Mm 

qqf % fm, fHHfdRfld Tffif % StVh TSVt 3q37rq-Vff5 % 

t, 

(l) SUB qq ?%lHld "3^% 

•3TPT $WHId ^ wrc 

eA'll, 

I^ihii «hi J T^ 

(ii) qq-froffaft qq-fqqnqrqqf %wm 

*TRT 11 %W7RI 

( 5 ) % fevft 7^ 3T«WT 

z\m\ vrfNf % f^F=r % swfi fqfa (%*rc- 

^ i feOc l, Mfctl 3T«W farcft 3^4 -BR5 3flfg % 

% W<\ cT«1T 3T3T%tr 3fWT % f*FT) ^1 

fq%71 15 T ^Pll "3% "^THT 

(iii) sub % 7Tq*1 % di^ qift 

TT3FT fq> cbltUR ’3^3 % 3^7% 

qrfqr % M a raft w* qff q*n %% «w<l«u % 

% 3FR % %75T q^ff «5tl 'JtKti 

(iv) 3tn^r 1961 % uroif % 

3mt 3mt Pw3«ft fqqfaq -^q % arrqqR 

qifw% % ■Hp^'q^cT ^%qi; 

(v) fq^rzq % avfnfiqq vrfvpif aik qffq*qfqqi 

T-FTR 3^7% qicl tPlM ^ Wipft I 

[3Tf^HT%. 33/2003/97. %. 197/05/2003 -31^. %. Ti.-I] 
3TT^. qt. TJVT. f^VCT, 3T9t tlfqq 

New Delhi, the 14th Februay, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2135.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 


notifies the “Bharatiya Vidya Bhawan, Mumbai” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
2002-2003 to 2004-2005 subject to the following 
conditions,namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 
ii; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 33/2003/F. No. 197/05/2003-ITA-I1 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

14 2003 

( 3TUt^T) 

W. 3TT. 2136.—3TP4CFR STfaRPTH, 1961 (1961 
43) *JTCT 10 %VST5 (237T) % <JH<as (iv) URTq^VT 
q>i u<ilU wqiK y.aqgu.1 “ AhIRmci 

TJTT5 qrt -cnf 2002-2003 % 

2004-2005 VT3T % qqf %> %q; ftHfaRSM TTcff 

^7 3tvl'i ■i'W 4M- 05 ^ 

(i) -3^ 3nq qq 5^1 Hid 3T«tqi 

arm qq 5^Htd % %tC3vraq 

cT*TT STFT^TqT "3H <5^41 % qA.Mi, (dM. 

wrqqt qjt 

(ii) qR-fqqffcft 39 qrt-fqqtFrqqf % w 

qqf qrt amftj % ii %3wn 

(5) % fafoffoe try araqr TTqr % atfw vpt 

aqqqi nM % Wt (%qC- 

Miq i fgtm , q^Nr 3T«n?r %%[ anft? % ^q 

% wit vr«n ^f^ aqwt % f*Fr) qq 

qrpTT 3% ^mt qrf qpqi vfcm-, 
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(iii) m fM 

<r* % -zrfm w % ^wff ^ 

xM % M. qrata ^ <T^ ^ % 

■h4«i ■*) supft ^ ijftsn ■jfarqqR , ifff «a1 ' y||< ^ 

(iv) qR-Mfaft 3TFT3R arfaMt, 1961 %3n^‘ % 

a^RR SPFft 3fF1 fqq< a ft ^ 

wfiwa d % T f1^c : T ^*IT; 


(an^FT) 

^X. 3XT. 2137.—“<HW«W 3?f«rfWT, 1961 (1961 ^T 
43) R&«ITO10%3Sre(23n) (iv)STO wn <iW 

^ RR tU«*>R HCi^&RJ "R«T H ^ Q11 

^in ^”^^2002-2003 £ 2004-2005 W» 

%^c Mm qqf % foR ftHfafisra M % 33#r to! ]£R 
■gq-TT^ % 3P?t^nM 3?fv^pqa %, 3l«(t^ : 


( v ) fwfmft3 stfflM tW ^ 4R«hRpb 
^TRH ^F$f ^ «nW ^FRR R»t ^ Rt 1 

[aif%R^tr?i 34/2003/W. ^ 197/03/2003-3fl£ if. R-I] 

qt. rr. f^FJtr, siRt ^tf^rq 
New Delhi, the 14th February, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S 0. 2136.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Vivekananda Rock Memorial and 
Vivekananda Kendra, Chennai” for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 2002-2003 to 
2004-2005 subject to the following conditions,namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 

ii; 


(i) sp qn smT 

snq qn stfrm ifrft % fan ‘3 ^t 

ct«it 3 ta Ri? r q i % fRR ^*n, %R 

ssqft mrqqr qft q$ t; 

(ii) qR- Mfcft 8Mj qaqR-Mmqqf 3 wm 'tfodl 

•8pjf fqRft Ml srafa ^TIT 11 ^ ‘Sq^TRI 

(5) 3Tfa*FTn 

3iqq[ rl’O'pf Tf f'TR ^ (%R^- 

qq tMr, 9>4 ?^r 3T«tri fqRft ami q*$ snfc ^ 

-rf qefl ^ fRR) ^ 

q^TT 3$ '3PTT R$t RR^ ^TT; 

(iii) 3lftj^cRT fqRft ^ 

T* % fRR uwPw ^ it'xm ^ * 

Jtev a 3TRn t im ^ 

(iv) armR 1961 %irmr^ % 

sM stir Mmf vq ^ amm 

(v) 

[3lf^RT^. 43/2003/tFT. *T. 197/18/2003- 

3TT^. R.-I] 


(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 


Notification No. 34/2003/F. No. 1 97/03/2003 -ITA-Ij 
1 I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 


sn£ qt. rr. Mr, sRR 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2137.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Madhya Pradesh Mahila 
Kalyan Samiti, Bhopal” for the purpose of the said sub- 
clause for the assessment years 2002-2003 to 2004-2005 
subject to the following conditions,namely : 

(i) the assessee willapplyitsincome. oraccumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for whieh it is established; 
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00 the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 

diO this notification wilt not apply i n relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file it return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
vvith the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ■ 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 43/2003/F. No. 197/18/2003-ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 


(iv) 1961 

a reft amt ^ * 3 ^ 

^»TT. 

(v) 

45/2003/ T R 'Q. 197/13/2003- 

f^r, zm 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.0.2138. In exercise of powers conferred by the 
Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Sant Shri Asharam 
Ashram, Ahmedabad, Gujarat” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 2002-2003 to 2004- 
2005 subject to the following conditions, namely 

(0 the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for applies'- n, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for viiich it is established; 


^ 28 Steffi, 2003 

( ) 

31T. 2138. 1961 (1961 

43) ^ H13T110 % UTS ( 23T) % W 5 (i v ) SRI ^ 

^ A ^ n; w*r irtscto “wi sft siraim 
37 FTO 5 K, 2002-2003 $ 2004-2005 

^7-7*5% RqfcSRTsf 3Tf%rgf^?T 333 ^ 

(i) -1^1 3TFT RIT 33 RRI 377 ^ 

SRtarei rr* % 33 m Tm3PT 

<TW 3T=Rm3U -JT 3 sfcqf % 

OTfs) ^rmr f. 

(ii) 

( 5 ) aisiqi TT^> ^ 

3T2T^[ <rfNf 3 TfW 3 ftfa (^R- 
T&ftm arsiq? apq ^ 

^ ^ 3 f^) ^ 

Bf^rn dfSiRH ^ ^TTT 


(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fond 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in Sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regulariy file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, jLsurplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 45/2003/F. No. 197/13/2003-ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

^ 27 ■rH, 2003 


(iii) 

3 TO vtm SR 

to 

irmfw ^ Ft <rat ^ % 

™ * arm 3 ^ Tzsft.mft % 


(3lP19iT) 

\ 1961 (196.1 *91 

43 ) <^)%^<iv)wiwr*** 

T^5Rt ftrs Tfte, 

V '^ ,CT[ kj! '^ 4^ nl";" qi) ifij 1999-2000 £ 



tMFT II—#5 3(ii)] 


rrr : spirt 2 , 2003 /mw 11,1925 
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2001-2002 RRT%RR fRRfcw RRT % %TT Pi*-i(dfism ?mf % 
3T#T fX7 RRR 3R-RT5 % M 41*141^ SlftRjfRR RRift t, 
STR^:— 

(i) RR-fRRffRfl RRR^ 3TTR R^ 3TRRT RRR^ 

sttr r^ ^Rfarra rr% % %ti sma rr^h Tjijfcrar 

rrt 3trm RR 3^4f % %tt %tj 

(ii) RR-firaffaft RR^RRRR-fRRfcwRRf ^RRR 'jffquT 
RRf fRvtft 3TRfR% RTR 11 Rft RWTT 

(5) fafrffrz fRvtft T^T 3TRRI T^T ^ srfqRT RR 

3TRRT crW ^ f»FT R#fcf ^ 3RR?1 ftfa (RfaF 
'siqifijUfl, R^Rt 3TRRT fctJ-nl 3FR q^g, STTfi? % "FR 
3 RTR cT«TT SPJlfacT *3pRSR> 3TWR ^ f*FT) R^ 
fi^T R#f R^TTT 3IRRI ^TCT R^f RRRT R^PTT; 

(iii) r? srfiRjRRT fert 3TFT % rrr 3 wfR^t 
#ft, # % rjrIrr ^ rtrt rim rrt arf^rm "RR 
rrt fR> i^rt r>r)rr «°w RR-fRRffRTt % R>t 
urf^r % %ti uwte Rsf tt«tt t$ rjrIrr % 
rrr 3 aTcRT ^ #srr ■jferant R?f vs\ wt ^f; 

(iv) RR-fRRffRft 3TTRRR 3Tf¥wr, 1961 %RTRRTRf % 
3FJRR srrft 3TTR fRRRRl fHRpId RR ^ 3RRRR 
UlfRRilfi % RR^T «Aui; 

(v) fRRZRRft f^rf?r3 srfRftRR ufarci sfa mRrhPrrt 
RRTR 3s^4l RT^f RRf«f RMdH RTf ^ Rt «m£ft I 

[arfiRJRRT U 56/2003m U 197/22/2001-3^. 3. VH 
3TT^. Rp RR. 3iq< RfRR 

New Delhi, the 27th March, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2139 —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Gurudev Siddha Peeth, 
Ganeshpuri, Distt. Thane, Maharashtra” for the purpose 
of the said Sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 
to 2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 


otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 
11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gainsof business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 56/2003/F. No. 197/22/2001-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

^ f^ft, 27 Rt4, 2003 
(3ITRRJ?) 

eFTF. 3R. 2140.—3ITRRR atfRfilRR, 1961 (1961 RH 
43 ) R*t RTO10 % ^ ( 23R) (iv) 5RT ^ VlRw4f 

RiT TPTPT TR3FR i>ciq£Kl 4 ‘ TRT Pl<<*ilO HSd, 

2004-2005^2006-2007 cR 7%RR fiptfOT 

STftRjfRcT RRifl t, 3t«^ 

(i) RR-fiTRffitfi 3TPT 3TRRT 3^41 

3TFT RJT F^RTeT RR^ % %li "3RRiT RRRR 1 j4rRT 
R«tT 3FTRRRT 3R % %TT %TT 

R^t R^ t; 

(ii) RR-fRRliwl 39^ RR-fRRfR’TRRf ^RRR 
RRf R^t fRRTt Rt 3TRfR % ^RR RRT 11 

(5) ^ fRRTt RRT 3TRRT ^ 3lfRR> RR 

3TRRT RfiRif ^ f^FT ^ RRR^f f¥R (^RT- 
RfRT%RtT, 3TRRT fRRfi 3RR RRJ % RR 

RTR cTRT 3T^1R 3f?lRH ^ fRF) RSt 

R^f R^RT 3TRRI RIRT R^f RRRT R%RT; 

(iii) m 3ffirqRRT fRRTt ^tl 3TTR % RRR 
#fi,RTt%RJTdRR^1RRf^RRtRfR^€lRtR 
RRi fRT ^RT RJT^RR "3RR RR-fRRtfwt % R>f 
RTfRT % yiRplRJ R#f RRT ^ R^RR % 
RRR 3TcRT ^ ^3T ^feTRiTR RFf TRfi RtTcfi ^f; 

(iv) RR-fRRfftcft 3TRTRR RtMrRR, 1961 % RTRRTRf % 
3PJRR 3TRRt 3TTR fRRTRt PlRfad ^ 3RRRR 
Tirffet^Rl % RR^i R^RT; 


2022 GI/03—2 


.. " r " * 1 \ Tt\VI- 

^ y’ J ldi ^ ^ $ ^TTnft | 

[arftrcjyMi 77. 57/2003/44. 77. 197/55/2003- 

37mifq.-i] 
ant 4t ^r. fei, 7ifa*c 
New Delhi, the 27th March, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2140— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the "Sant Nirankari Mandal, 
Delhi for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 2004-2005 to 2006-2007 subject to the 
following conditions,namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
releva nt to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 
11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of account are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(i V) the assessee wall regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 57/2003/F. No. 197/55/2003-ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
^ fgPvft, 31 2003 

( ) 

2141.—1961 (1961 44 
43) 44 4TTT 10%#S- (23 T r) % (iy) gTCTqgrT VlRkl4 l 
44 ^ 4) M 444 7U4K lia^sKi 

1999-2000^2001-2002 W 

4Rtf[ t, 374 ^. 

(i) 44-f^lRnl 3TT4 44 ^77lTTc4 3-H41 

44 477^ % fpTIJ '34fcbl »juRiq | 


SH47t 7TOT 4r[ 4$ f; 

(ii) 4>7-fWRul an Jew ^ 7744 

^ ^ 4RT ii ^tWTRT 

(5) W fa# T*47 3T44T 7*47 ^ 37fW (JR 

3TSR7T m faf # f#q ircfaf # 47747! fair (vitar- 

^iRua, ViW 3744T fa7ft 3^4473 anfg % 

^ M|,<1 ^T®TT 3T^<f^RT 7^fa54> 377fgR # f#q) 44 
fa? 47^11 3744T Tfa 44T fa? 47741 Tfarjj. 

(iii) 4F srfN^yni fa# tj# sift % 7744 fa? 
#fl, # fa 7 ? w ciw 44i 37ffarm # 

447 fa fan 444 477~f=r4ff7# % fafaf 47? 

3nfRT % ffa yw'Pi* fa? # ^ % 

3 3?yFT 7 ? fam ##44tj fa? 77 # 41 # iff; 

(iv) 477-fai[R(fl 3TT4477 37f4Riqn 1951 % 3 H 44 FTf% 

^PPft 3TP7 fan# ffalfa ft 3714477 

Tnfri^ul % 774^7 ^TIT; 

(v) ajltiR«w TtfTrqf 3frr 

^PTR ’3^ff <4 J l<3H ^ gf Wtrift | 

77. 60/2003/^4. Tt. 197/99/2002-3TF74R fq.-I ] 
zui. it. t(77. f^gr, 37^ TTf^q 

New Delhi, the 31st March, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2141.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 ofl961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the "Integrated Rural Development Services, 
Secunderabad” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for 
the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to 
the following conditions, namely 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for w hich it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 

ii; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of account are maintained in respect of such 
business; 


[hptu—■ fas3(ii)] 


MR?I^TTT3m: 3TO2, 2003/mwil, 1925 
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(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 60/2003/F. No. 197/99/2002-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

fa far#, 25 3i3<ri, 2003 

(arras**) 

W. 31T. 2142.—Slfafwt, 1961 (1961 

43) fa VRMO%1Sr^(23 T 0 % '3qfas (iv) Jflfafaf 

yfai ^># 1|R qsfaq fai# R^4 "sfat, 

fam>ffiT fa fa 2000-2001 ^ 2003-2004 

faf % ffar Pn-iRiRga Tlfa % 3i#q ifa ^Q, % 

3lftrc|ffa *E# t, 31^: — 

(i) ^Itfa 31FT 5#HTF1 31W ^SUfa 

3TR qq fa fciy, "^ffl'41 

IT^IT 3T^T?RT % Rn< fa‘H, ftl’fa R-ftt 

^ifa WHlfafat; 

(ii) ^jl-fafaRdl fa?fafanfl ^fatff 

faf fa fa# # 31#V fa «TRT 11 fa WIRT 
(S) 3 fafitffoa .fa# T^FT 3iqqT Tffp fa 3lffa> fa 
3is^T qfafa fa ffar fafa fa d*fa ffat (^ q <.- 
^ifafaq, qiqfal 3?zf^T fa# 3T=q q«j 3#^ % 

fa* TTRT IT^TI 31jJlffaT fafajqt 3T7T^H fa ffa~T) qq 

faf fa.Mi 3lqqi faf '*ihi faf q><’41 ufani; 

(iii) ^ 3#RJ^1T fa# fa# 31FT%fafafa HT^fat 

##, # fa «=ht<1s|RfaeTT'1 W 3?R|?rni#'3R 
ct^ fa fan infant qji-ffaffi# % fafat fa 
qifa % [cm, yi'Mpjqj isf# cT^lT «w<lqK%fa#1 
fa 3^ci‘ i fa c^i<sTt ^Rciqsiy, faT T# ^11# fa; 

(iv) ^1-fatfffa 31FJ^1 ##fafa%61 % TUWif % 
spjhti 3rq# 3 tr farfa farfat ^q fa amm 
farofa % im qq^cr fani; 

(v) fqqaq fa fa aiftiRqd uRm afar sR^i^Riqi 
^qiq qfafat qic) #T3q fa fa fa ^Tlfaft I 

[aiffaj^T# 94/2003m fa. 197/40/2003- 

3iiqq>< fa -1 ] 
3ir£ #. rr^r. fa^T, 3TO1 tipqq 

New Delhi, the 25th April, 2003 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2142.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 


Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Netaji Research Bureau, 
Kolkata” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section II; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of account are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; - 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 94/2003/F. No. 197/40/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
fa ffa#, 30 3lfar, 2003 
( ) 

^T. 3ir. 2143.—317*1351 aifafwi, 1961 (1961 

43 ) # SfRT 10 % (23^) ^ (iv) STCT TTfafa 

fafa qfa ^ ^5Ri 1 ‘-srr# 3 uwtt^ 

fafa fa«n: ifan wra, hski^” fa 

1990-91 ^ 1992-93 cT^fa^ffalfarfaffaffaifafafafaT 
■faf % 3irifa ifa ^ fas % fafaqrri 3rffaffar 

%, 3i«fa:— 

(i) qjl-fafafa 31F7 31W ^faf 

3tft farina % ffa^ fam ifarqi 

1T«n 3iq-qqqi “fafat % Riy, fafal, fapfa Ri<< 

fat "fa 

(ii) ■qil-fafafa q^l-faufal faf ^ #111 faqnl 

faf fa fa# # eifat % qKM ^UTT 11 fa ^q^TRT 
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( 5 ) ^ foPlP^ TT^7 3Tqqr qqr ^ 3rfqq* ^tj 
n(W) ^ (Tfl*b) ^ fqfa (-^q^- 
riqifp<K1, Rqqt 3TR ^ 3Tlf^ % ^q 

TSTEcT (T«IT 'SEpf^TET 3T^R ^ f^FT) qq 

q^TT 3FR7 ^ ^TT q^qf 

(iii) 'q? 'STf^RjqqT fqqq) 3FT % ^iqq <qpj qgf 

^Vfl, qqfqr 

cF7 l^r cf>iOq K W qR-fqqffm) % <T^f qft 

^ ^ c^sn •jfefirq q^f mt qmft H; 

(iv) qvT-faqffmt STRqR STfqfqqq, 1961 % S4T«l’tfT v Tf % 

3FFft 3?R fi'qfHd ^ sqqqR 

Tlfem % 7R$T TfJl^T q^JTT; 

L^^Ml V. 98/2003/q5T, R. 197/65/2003- 

mqqR fq.-i ] 
snt ^ T37. fq^T, 3RT *tfqq 
New Delhi, the 30th April, 2003 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2143.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clausc: (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Bombay Iron & Steel 
Labour Board. Kakambali, Distt. Raigad, Maharashtra’’ 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1990-91 to 1992-93 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

(i) the asscssee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the asscssee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of account are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the asscssee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 98/2003/F. No. 197/65/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

ferft, 30 snfcr, 2003 

(3trm*rr) 

■^fit 3TT. 2144.—3TRqR 3?fqfq*R, 1961 (1961 qq 
43 ) m i o % Tss (23*r) % ■arqijs (iv) 5Rt Trforqf 
qqqqjq 1b; ‘‘ ^w|i(|ij|<q 

afastFR qft 2001-2002 ^ 2003- 

2004 <Fr%qRfq^^%f^^ 

w - 3 i q-#5‘ % •qqfaFTsf arfq^fqq t, 

(i) qR-fqqffm) '3’« e hl ■mq qq 3^qqr q^qj) 

3TFT qq Tvriuid qR^ % <Sf|qq Tfqqq 

q«n SR*?*™ <r qrtm, fap^ %q; 

(ii) qJT-fqqffm)qq^qqqrt-fqqk^rqqf^ trct^ qq?ft 
qqf qrt q) srqfq % ^hnq qnr 11 qft qqqra 

(5) ^ fqRft arqqy qqr ^ 3lfqqr ^q 

'Srqqr qfNir ^ fqR irW ^ fqfq (-afar- 
qvffqr 3Tqqr 3Fq q^ arriq % wi 
^ qpq qqT 3igT%q T^f%qr djw ^ fvR) qq 
q^rr srqqi qpq qirf qqqi F%qT; 

(iii) qf font ^rt aqq % qrqy if 

#f), qt % qqrtqn: ^ ittr q«n ^ 

qqflq^ ^qq qjr-frqffHt % qf( 
ywf»iq) H5l^tqqi^qiKtqR%^Nq 
^ 3Fn ^ -jfeTqqq qff mt ^TRff H ] 

(iv) W3Tfqfqqq, 1961 %TrrqqpTf% 

arqq) aqq fqqiqf) fqqfqq ^q ^ mqqR 

qrfqqnfi % qq^t q^qt; 

(v) . fqq^rq?tfiqRr ^ Rfrftqq TifTiqt sfa; qR^Rptiqi 

TRiq '3^?qt qrr^ *rH rrf qq ^ q) qnqq) i 

[Rfq^jqqr^, 99/2003/qq. 197/35/2001- 

^qqqR fq.-i ] 
4). feq, 3 rt Ffqq 
New Delhi, the 30th April. 2003 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2144.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Krishnagopal Ayurvedic 
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Dharmarth Aushdhayala Trust, Ajmer” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 2001-2002 
to 2003-2004 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section II; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of account are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 99/2003/F. No. 197/35/2001-ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

30 arfo, 2003 

gjT, 3JT, 2145,—■3TP13vC 1961 (1961 ^ 

43)^^10%^(23^)%^^(iv)STO^7lfePTt 

TRPt ' * 9ft Sr*£» ^ 

2002-2003 ^ 2004-2005 ^ 

^ 4 i %, •— 

(i) 

aim ^ % fan ism* 

wnpn M %; 

(ii) ^ ti J in l j4 c icTl 

^ ii 

(5) 3 ^ ^ 

crW ^ fiFi ^ (^ta*- 

4vfl'=K 3t*P9T ^ ^ 

-3 ^P<T TT«n ar^- 3TW1 ^ f*FT) ^ 

^TT 3t«PK "3^ ^ ^FTT; 


(iii) ^ stftTCJ^TT f^FvCTt 3TPI % ’SWT ^ 

#ft, 3 HM eim TO 

7R> fet T^TTf "3^ ^T-Pl^tUal % 3^4 ^ 

3nf^ % ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3 iff; 

(iv ) 3H44>< Stftrfwt, 1961 % tnwpff % 

3TPT lqq< u il Pi^tPia ^ 

^TT; 

(v) T& f^rPrTf atftfcsrTTfvr^i sfa Mr^^Riqi 

^FtH ^ SFT33 ^ \ 

l00/2003m U 197/43/2003- 
fit.-l ] 

3TT^, tft. T3^T. feO, 3T®R -JFTf^t 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2145.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Shri Anandpur Trust, 
New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 2002-2003 to 2004-2005 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of account are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 100/2003/F. No. 197/43/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 




M 6 2003 

( 3ll«<eM ) 

^T.3TT. 2146.—3TT33R3Tfftf333, 1961 (1961 3343) 
^^10%TO(23n)%W* (iv)OTTO ^ Wfw 

^ ^ 717337 Tlq^SKI 44 fs -jf^TT t ^VHgf 

fttane], ^ c nici1«h«i M 3ft 3*f 1999-2000 ft 2001- 

2002 

^ ^ <73-7^5- % 3Tf37jfT3 Wmt f, 

31^: — 

(i) 33-H3TM 77773ft 3TT3 37T 31331 

3TR 31 ?^Hld 3>lft % %q 37137T Tjafcpq]- 

rT*TT 373R33T7S3 3^%f^3ftr > 
w^fft 7*tmr 3ft 7^ f ; 

(ii) 3R-fft3Tfcft33^333T-fft3kw 3 ftft 7733 

^rf 3ft fftftt ft ^iftft ft ftlR 3RT 11 3ft WIRT 
(S) faPfe fftft TT3T 3733T TT^ ft 33 
3T33T TTTfcft ft f^FT ipfaft ft 3713ft f¥ft (ft37- 
^Rrf^rm, 1 ^#3T3133Tf^^^^%^ 7 
"ft’ 3T3T 33T 7ftf^3T -3TW3 ft fipT) 33 

f^TT 3ft 3>Vll 3T33T 3ft ^%rjy ; 

(iii) 3* 3T%33I f3^ft ^ft 3TT3 % ftft^ ft 7 ^ 3ft 

ft ft 3F3 RTH 7T3T ftftRTHft ^5T3 

^ % ftjTT 37Kt3R 7533 3J7-fftftf7ft % 3 ^ft 3 ft 
srfa % %T 3THfn3T 3ft ft 33T ftft 37T7t3I7 % 7733 
ft'37<33ft^Tft3<^3^ 

(iv) 3T-f¥ftft 37T33 v 7 SlfftfftFr, ^ 951 % 17133^ % 
3T3"RT 3Tqft 333 fftflft Iftliftd 33 ft ^I33)< 

% 733$ 33^cT ftftTT; 

^T3 ftftf 3ft 33fft 773B3 3ft ^ ft *mrft | 
[3TT37J33T71. 102/2003/33. 77. 197/22/2003- 

333377 fft-1 ] 
■371^. ft. "077. f3^T, 3R7 7lfft3 

New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2146. in exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the ‘The Muslim Educational 
Society. Bank Road, Calicut” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001- 
2002 subject to the following conditions, namely :_ 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 


(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of account are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 102/2003/F. No. 197/22/2003- 

ITA-I1 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
M fftft), 6 2003 

(3JRT3TT) 

^T.3ir. 2147.—37T3«f>< 1961 (1961 3343) 

^ft 3RT10 % WS ( 233) % "4w<aft (iv) 5RT 333 VlPwft 33 
^ '* uet,K ^RSKI ‘ ' 13333 ftRI 333^3, 
3$%#”3ft3*[ 2001 -2002 3 2003-2004 337%3Rf3ft73 
3 ftf % foil fftHfcifea ymf % st#t t ^3 ^ 333 33-733 % 
33t33T«[ 3R?ft f, - 

(i) 3J7-f33ff<<ft 3713ft 3TT3 ^4-clHIcrf 3133T 3713ft 

^33 33 377ft % %T1 37133 71333 ^3331 

33T -313^331 33 3^31, f^T3% 

^f3ft 7*7T33T 3ft 3^ t; 

(ii) 3R-f33fM-53^377:-f33t7^33f7ft7i33T^ 

33f 3ft f37Tft vft dT3f3 % ftfan 3TTT 11 3ft 333RT 
(5 ) ft' fftfftfe fftTTft TT3T 3T33T T^3> ft 3rf33> ^3 
•3133T <Tft3ft ft fvp3 ft '3713ft fftfft (^37- 

3w7t 11 3T33I f377ft 3RT 3 ^ 33 ^ % 
ft 3P3 33T -3ig7%3 ft fvp3) 3^ 

3Ff 3>Vll 313313ft 3T3T 3^f 3773T 77 ^3 11; 

(iii) 3^ 3rfft7|33T f377ft ftlft 31T3 % ft vTFJ3^f 

3ft % 33ft3TT ft 37I3T RT3 331 aifft^m ift 3T3 
337 % ftTU 37lft3R 333 % 3ft?3f 3ft 

3lfftt %%J 3n7lfft373^f 331 ftft 3>lft3R % 7133 
ft 3im ft ftl3T 3fftT37Tft 3^f 77ft ^TTlft H; 
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(iv) 3Tfafm, 1961 % WTOFtf % 

3T5?tr amt m fqqtftt fiprffttf ft armrc 
yifiwift % t fi^t 

(v) farm4fttfftftftft arfirfmTif^raTatk 

WI 3ft?ftt’ *Tlft ft W<34 ft ftt <11^ I 

[3tfft*£EFnft. 103/2003/45T. ft. 197/39/2003- 

STFmft.-I] 
an£ it. t^. ftRO, 

New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2147— In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Tibetan Homes 
Foundation. New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of account are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act. 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 103/2003/F. No. 197/39/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
^i ftc6 Ri 2003 
( airiPfiT ) 

SRM. 2148.—aims Slfafwi, 1961 (1961 ^ 43) 

<^«tmi0^^(23ri) (iv )m 


Tpiw ^ na^sui “ftz* 

Tpt ’ f M 2001 -2002 ft 2003-2004 ITS 

% cr firefa 0 ! ^rf % PtHfirtRsw Tiftf % Tsft ^ 
TqHSfe%'Srftftfflft ft, :— 

(i) SQzft 3P SfttHVtf 3?«rer 

3TR m % fcPTW TT^PT 'jftcWI 

tT«TT 3TWH *34 4ft?TT, f^FT% RlH 

5ff4>t Wimi ft; 

(ii) tw-^ wiRtfl gqffiw ft^ 

4ft faftt ftt arqfa%ftriF *mr ii wtm 
(5) ft* fa# ^ ft STfireiTSn 

3T«?4T ft f^FT TTtNft* ft fftfft (ft 7 ^- 
dwifeti a, 3T«wr %ftt 3R? anfft % ^9 

ft 3TT t <T Tfstl ^FjftSPT 3T9F34 ft fMR) 

4ftnT 3T«t4T "3ft mi wf 4^ TlftiriT; 

(iii) fftftt ftftt 3TriT % ftft** ft 

iPf\, ftt % ft 3 tr<T w ftt 

^ % ft*TT 344 4»t 

i srTfi<T%f^ywf 1 i c 6 4#f'^nr«nftft^»ift4TT%ftm 
ft 3FFT ft ft^rr ^ T^ft ^TTcft iff; 

(iv) ^r-firaffftrtstmrcsrfftfim, 1961 %wtnf% 

3T5?ir amt arm fftqrftt fftqffttt ^ ft armR 

% TFW T F>T^cT 

(v) fotzx 4ftIwfirft arfhfmTifft^T afri 

wi ft ftri^r ft ftt ^itftit i 

[arfft^4Tft. 104/2003/951. ft. 197/19/2003- 

armn; fft.-I ] 
arri ftt. "qft. fma, ar^r Trim 

New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2148.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the "Centre for Advanced 
Strategic Studies . Pune” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 
subject to the following conditions, namely 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
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forms or modes specified in sub-section ( 5 ) of 
Section 11 ; 

(11 i) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v ) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 104/2003/F. No. 197/19/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

6 2003 

(3JTOST) 

2149.—•SRRRR 3lfRfRRH, 1961 (1961 RR 43 ) 
^ 10 % ** (23n) % mws (iv) srt rrr «-rn 

^ ^ R5R 

^ Rif 2002-2003 3 
2004-2005 RR7 % RR fRRfaR RR? % fair fRR%%R TRrf % 

T5Rt RRR % TRNtriR OTf^Rjf^T RRcft f, 

(i) ^R- 'sMqil OTFT RiT ’klMfR 318 jrj R^y^jf . 

l3TR RTT RR^t % %17 rr<^ 

rT?tT *n^aqi RR % fair R^n, %r 

wfr RR7RRJ Rif f. 

(ii) RR-froffoftRR^RRRR-fRRfayRRf £ 

RRf RR ftRft 3TRfa % tfcFT RRT 11 Rjf RRRRT 
(5) R felt RR) OTRRT £ OTfRRt RR 

^ ^ 3 tVt cRterf rrr^ ftfa 
Rq | [o<m ) 3TRRTfRRf[37^R^3Rf^%^ 

17 R^Tf^RT 7*lfR?Rr ar^pf ^ fipR) rjj 

r^ otrrt rt) ■rri ^% TTT . 

(111) Rf 3tfR7|RRT fRRrt 3RR % RRR R pyr^RTf 
Fflt, ^ 1 % rtrIrk ^ ttrt ctth rrt arfRcRTR Ft 
^ ^3TT RiKlRR RRR RR-fRRifpft % RT^Rf Rjf 
^ % fm RRtta R5f ft <T RT ^ rjrIrr 
^ ^ ^tT ^fepRTti R^f v£t ^mft 

(iv) RR-flRffaft 3TTRRR OTftdwT, 1961 % RTRRTRf % 

^TTR fRq<^(] fRRfad ^R -ff 3RRRR 
RTfRRRtt % RRfR R^TTT; 


(v) ^hrr^ fe# r[ arfotm R%Rj 

: ?PTR R^Rf RT^ RRf«f RRRR Rjf ^ ^ "Rpinfi j 

fdtfR^RRT r. 105/2003m. Rt. 197/36/2003- 

31TRRR^T.-I] 
Rt. tfR. fRRR, 3TRR -RfRR 

New- Delhi, the 6 th May, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2149.— In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “National Council for 
Applied Economic Research, New Delhi” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 2002-2003 
to 2004-2005 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assesse Mil not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than , oluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section ( 5 ) of 
Section II; 

(iii) tfiis notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(xv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 105/2003/F. No. 197/36/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

6 2003 

( 3TTRR5T ) 

^T.3ir. 2150. 3RRRR STfafRRR, i 96 i (i 96 -] r^ 43 ) 
*Nro io % ^ (23-r) % (iv) sm ^ ^ 

W1 RRR %Rr)R 7M Rd<fSKI “^RDy ^ 

7p, ' 3,IH ’ R7f 2001-2002 ^ 2003-2004 RRT 
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% Ri*iK u i % #TTT Ri*-iRifi3<1 Utif % 3 T*tN <5^ 1[t( 
TRtT TR-UTS % 'SFf^m«f srfipjf^T °h«ll %, RUftf :— 

(i) ^t-RtmRfll UUT>t 3TFT Til ^Hl+lld ■3TMMT <sti^ 

3TF7 UU ^R% % fcRf <stt«hl URUU '’J^cTUT 

cTMT 7R drty±tl % feu* «FriII, Rii^> Ru 4 

IfUmt win'll ept U!} %; 

(ii) mr-f'iqiRfll TT^RTTR-Ri t <U u i tint"fiTFRT ^4qcff 

uft Mft *ft sprfu % mu 11 mt witu 
(s) if f qftf feg feRft arum Tt srftrer tu 
'3TMMT ClOqil Tl filR ci<l«i>l Tl vi’H^t RiRt ( 
^rai%Tm, uHHt 3T*Tm Mft 3TR ^ 3nft % UR 
if TTTRT TTMT 31WT £ fUR) Til 

Mu U#f m*UT R UUT ^UT ^ RUIT U%UT; 

(iii) UU arftPJRUT Mft ^ 3TTU % 7RU 3 RFf Wl 

Cl 4 it, Tft fm qi|<|«1K Tt JUKI RTH Urn StRidlH RU 
Um Rt> ^1 TTRtUR UU^T q><- Pl’nlRcll % <i^4l mt 
hiRci % Rty HiriPiq) UUT ^ mrilUR% 4H*1 
if 3Tm U ^R<1«MH, UUT UJlRTcft Uf; 

(iv) mr-Mffoft 3TPRR3TfafRR, 1961 %UmFlf% 
3T^RTT 3Pr 1 3TT*T fw°ft MfRT UR ^ RFUfR 

M l M l fl % R1$R m*UT; 

(v) fa Held mt fwfh if ^iftiRnci <iRini 3?R RfiUFTfURT 

UFH U^lf UT^ TFTUT RTTRt I 

[srf^RTU 106/2003/mt. U. 197/49/2003- 

anumTft.-i] 

•3u£ ’'ft. TJU. f3R?T, RR7 tlfaiq 

New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2150. —In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Krishna Chandra 
Memorial Trust, Ganjam, Orissa” for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 2001-2002 to 
2003-2004 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 


(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act , 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 
[Notification No. 106/2003/F. No. 197/49/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
m? fa#, 6 2003 

(3UWT) 

aRT. 3IT. 2151.—3TFRR arfufwr, 1961 (1961 RT 
43) mu 10 % <sis (23 T T) % tfHo's (iv) SJU s'iRkih! 
°FT RRlU 'Mci TTTT *K«t>K ^KJkl “ubtvU M,^li U5R 

tUePlfe (UW£), ^ 1996-1997 um % mT 

fuuR 10 ! Uuf % Ru( Ri*-iRiRao ^icif % giJ, umt '3H- 

yis' % 3rftpjfuct muff %, '3T*rfcf : — 

(i) mr-frutM uumt sttu ujt 5^Hici aium uumt 

3UU U>T ^kIhicI «h'<^ % feiy. uumi TTUUU T J TJ t?RI 
M epRUTUT 3U % RtTi =A j II, f^Tt( 

(ii) mr-fWRa! mr-Ri^i< u i uuf u uuu ^4qdl 

ufffmul ul % ■qfrpr mu 11 mt^rmu 

(5) 3 faf-tfe fmur -armu trm ur 3rfum^u 

«T«tm ufimf £ fuR ufimf u f¥u (^ur- 
^tmftutr, muNr srum %ut str ^ 3uft % uu 
if ufu m u fuR) rt 

Mu mriu ^tut muu R^UI; 

(iii) uu 3 #rjrut fmut -snu % uuu wtyM 

ut fm uvrRr "ri imu rtu um uu 

um fm %rr q>i<l«iK umt mr-fuuffucft % uityut mt 

mfm % Ru 4 urrifum ^1 um 0,^1 mRtuu % uuu 

^ uff P5ft 

(iv) mu-Mffcft 3UURT a^fuMu, 1961 % ummut' % 

3t^ur zm fumtrit Mfim uu u 3uumr 
TITfumRt ^7 <hh^T qR'ii; 

(v) fqqe-i mt fwfh ^ srfuRmt ufum uRu*ufum 

uuh uuf«f riuo-t ml ^ Tsrrchft i 

[RfmtjmtTri. 107/2003/rn. ri. 197/37/2003- 

Rr.-i ] 

3TT^. ut. UU. Ri-5.1, 3TU7 tiRiw 


2022 GV03—3 
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New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O, 2151—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “People’s Action for 
Development (Maharashtra), Mumbai” for the purpose 
of the said Sub-clause for the assessment year 1996-1997 
Mibjcct to the following conditions, namely :— 

(!) the asses see will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established, 

(ii) the assessec will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in Sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental ter the attainment 
ol the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessec will regularly file its return of 
income before the Incoine-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act. 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 107/2003/F. No. 197/37/2003- 

ITA-I] 

S. B1NDRA. Under Secy. 

# 6 2003 

(3TmcFT) 


TT 377. 2152.— 37fcTfw7, 1 961 (1961 
43 ) ^ S 4TTT 1 0 % 7# ( 23 T T ) % (iv) £KT 3 T^tT 


^ TTOFT l?TT 777<*>K' ^ct^K I 



W ^ ^ Uf S’ #51, <$[ # 2001-2002 ^ 

2003 -2004 #f%%7 # % 


37*#; — 


( i) ^7T-i#riwt 377*7 ^5T 37*RT 

3TFT % Ru/ ^qhl tppcPFT 

cT 9 -TT tPT % f# #711, f3R% 

1 W' ^-TFRT # # t J 


11, 1925 [Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 

(ii) ^-f#fRa) v5H^^ 

# 37#t % «TRT 11 # 

( 5 ) fqfllc# Rfctfl 37*1^7 "Q^T 7^ 37f#FT #f 
3T«^T ## ^ f#T ## £ 377# f#T (# 77 ~ 
^PuflKia, Vita* 3757^1 37^7 *77§ 37T^ % 

^ "SfPTT cT*7T 37^7%(T v^Re>c*> 37?1^H 7^ f#T) 
37«7^T# Tmi q^371 77%7TT ; 

(iii) # #77^RT farft ^77* 377*7 % 77# 3 

# fe ^iRfaR 7( UTRT cTF^T cT8?T 3Tf#TP? Fl 
fRf f% #T cfiTTfaTT 337T ^7-f#fRcf| % # 

hifm cT?7T'^^T#T7%'#iq 

' 3 3eFT 7^ 'jfeR# 3# 7 # '31# 

(iv) ^7-f#fR(ft otRiRi-mh, 1961 %‘ 5 TM* 7 FTi % 

5T377T7 37# 377*7 #7# f#f# ^7 ^ 3Tm57 

### % 7P7$j # i rr; 

(v) f#cH # f7#r ^RlR=k1 Tlfw V. ' 

TFtR ##) 77033 # ^ v ■‘•r 

[ 37ft77£^TT "77. 108/2003/qtr. 77. 197/51/2003- 

3TP7=b< Rl .-1 ] 
3#. it. t^TT. f#T, 3PT7 TTf# 

New Delhi, the 6 th May, 2003 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2152— In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv-) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “The National 
Association for the Blind, Karnataka Branch, Bangalore” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

(i) . the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in Sub-section (5) of 
Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification wil 1 not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 
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(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 108/2003/F. No. 197/51/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

M ferft, 6 2003 

(31TJJ35T) 

^T.3TT. 2153.—1961 (1961 ^T43) 
RKI10%7^ (23 T T) % -&F9T5 (iv) SRI 
■SPTbT ttp; 

1998-1999^2000-2001 

(i) 37F# 3TTR RiT ^Hld 3T«T=n 

3TFT % %i -3^1 

(T«n % %T %TT 

^TFRT ^ f. 

(ii) Rk-frqffoft <R j«=k1 

RbT SfTCMI cfft W1RF 

(5)3 Umw. T^FT 3T«T*TT 3 

^TS^r TrM 3 ftR mNf 3 ^Rflt ftfa (3*k- 
^lR><ld, BrNr 3R-TRT feft 3RT dTlf^ 

3 RTRT cT*TT 3TWT 3 f*1R) 

H^T =hVll 3T«^T "3B '5RTT Riff RRqi 

(iii) ^ srf^^-cHF Rp# (Rtf 3 ^ % 3 RT^Rirf 

fptI, for f+>iil4K 3 wr rtu r?jt 

f3r ut'Hi c hi<l«ii<. <jcki RFR-fo*hR<h % <i^4l ^ 

3tifkr % ?rm ^ ^Rkrk % 7R v 

3 aicFT 3 ■gfer^nt Riff wi ^sncff ^ff; 

(iv) ^R-fosrffoft 3rrw( arfafwr, 1961 % RTRRHf % 

SpfHK 3TFft 3TTR fep3 RPTfacT 3 3TFTRR 

RTfkwri % TTB^T R^cT R^TIT; 

rbh rt3 rbH rrih r3 ^ I 

[3tfa*Jxpn7T. 109/2003/9>T. 3. 197/4/2002* 

3TTWf3*l] 
3TT^. ii. TR1. fel, 3TR7 RfRR 


New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2153.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Vivekananda Nidhi, 
Kolkata” for the purpose of the said Sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1998-1999 to 2000-2001 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in Sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification’will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business,. 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 109/2003/F. No. 197/4/2002- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
foevft, 6 fit 2003 
( ) 

W. 3TT. 2154.—<HFT^R 3#rfWT, 1961 (1961 
43) *JRT10%7^ (23R) (iv) 5TCTg^T ¥ | Rm4>' 

^ *K4>K “ 'cH$<rS<rn3»b 

3uV> RNPT sfs^l, fqcielR^i Tte, MclU ’ ’ Rlt RR 1998-1999 

2000-2001 Rrwn RR? % %Ti n 

% <5^1 gt( vi^KI <JH-<3S % y 'iHT'4 art cl B 

(i) BR-Rt^lRcTt -dBqvl 3TFT ^ fi^RTcl 37S1RT 
'STFT R7I ^FTBIcT W3FTT #T1 

cT«TT 3FFRCRH cR % f^ti 

T T$ 
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(ii) RR-fFTW qqf q) 

^rf fe>Rl Rt srqfq % rrt ii qft 

( 5 ) ^ RPlR^i RbRl T^‘ 3?«T«^T TJR7 q) 3Tf%R7 FT 
37^ crfNpjf qt f*FT crM ^ FRFTt fqfa (^R- 
^qiff.7T?T, mulqi. 37SRTT %qft 3FT qRJ 3TlR % ^q 
■R RTF rT«1T 3T^ftlcT ^fc«)ch q) f*FT) qTT 

'-W\ RTthT 3T«FT F& FTT R?ff RTqqr qr %Ul ; 

(iii) W 3Tmq£FTT %qrt T^Ftt 3TFT % qRR4 qf FFjq^f 

'^f%q--r<)qi<^Tir<TBT^rcT«T T 3Tf^reTm^t'5t5r 

cT^7 ■qiu q>i<lqi< FF qTq-fqqffRft % vRl»4i qft 

cKf^riqraTich 

t 3fh ^ cfcfT ^R-dchn/ j7^\ ^ncft H; 

(iv) ^-fqqrfefl' 3TFm arfRfnqH, 1961 % um*jh7 % 
3Rn?m: amt stir fqqyufl ftqfad q*q ^ stfftt 
R if^Rt % qm ^tt; 

(\) rt) fwRr R 3rfiiU=Hi qrftiqj afnc uRRHpqqi 

7FTT '3^?^ RTH tmfsf RIFT RTt 7f <ft 'jmbfl I 

[ 3-fT^R^RT R. 110/2003APT. R 197/20/2003- 

3uqq>< f%, -1 ] 

3TT£ £t. TJR. f%R(T, 3RR Rfqq 

New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2154—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 of 1961). the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Wildlife Association of 
South India. Victoria Road, Bangalore" for the purpose 
of (he said sub-clause for the assessment years 1998-1999 
to 2000-2001 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :- — 

(l ) the asscssce will apply its income, or accumulate 
lor application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the asscssce will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous vears 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section i 1; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gams of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives, 

[Notification No. 110/2003/F. No, 197/20/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

Rwil, 6 r£ 2003 
(3ira3i?) 

■3TT.3IT. 2155.—3nq<=tK 1961 (1961 ^7143) 

^^10%3^(23R)%FI^(iv)^TI^inte^^T 

RlW 7TR7R IRI^SKI “RthrR TJjWT W 

©Reinfe (R$KI^), qTt M 2000-2001 q) 2002- 

3^ fttt ft -Tsrs % y^lvjHisf qTqrrt t, 

:— 

(i) ^-Wfttft FPp) 3TR R7T $Rl HM aTKfqy FFTt 
3TR qq q7T% % %TT F3q>T WR 

TT«n 3PFT7TRT FT % %TT ^TTT, %TT 

^q>) T^lfPTT "qT) 

(ii) ^R-TT^ihqrRrf ^wm 

Rff vft %<^RPT RKT 11 

(5) R PqPlR^i T^7 3TKfqr T^7 3|fiF7F| 
3T«fqT TTT^Tf ^ f^FT ^ ^ FFFTt fqf^ (^R- 
^qiRou, 1 FfNR 3T«fqi 3FT 3TrR % RT 
qf 3JTRT h«n 3qpd^T 3FKH ^ fvFT) ^71 

“FT^TTT 3TKfq| ^ ^jRi q%rn ; 

(iii) 3#RJFTT ^FTt 3TR % RT*I R 

*Tffe7 ^lil^K ^ TrRT VFT.?(*TT 3TfRcTTiT ^T«f 
cT^T % TjTTT fchl<j<4R ^R-fTRffeft % d^4f 
f'<i % ^ ^trFr% ftn 

qf arm ^t T jfeFmi H ; 

(iv) ^R-f%RffRTt -3TFFR 3Tfi#RR, 1961 % WI^PTf % 
ST^RR 3RFt 3TR fRRFTt fiqfHd RT ^ 3TFF3R 
TTlfV^TRt % RR^T FT^T ^rfl; 

(v) Iw^T^fqgtfhqfgrfMb^T %if gftq yRRurf^i 

RTF RFl Rrf4 RTFT R7f ^ 7ft ^|^i) | 

[arfR^^TTR. 111/2003APT. R. 197/38/2003- 

3TFFR f%.-l] 
3TT^. -qt. TTR. f*FTT, 3RR Rf^q 


2, 2003/WI11J925_ 
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New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 


(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2155.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the People s Action for 
Development (Maharashtra), Mumbai” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 2000-2001 
to 2002-2003 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(in) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 111/2003/F. No. 197/38/2003- 

iTA-n 

I P S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

6-Rt 2003 

( ) 

cKT.OT. 1961 (1961^143) 

ctftwa 10 %-GT 5 (23 T 0 (iv)STCITO mbt 

1999-2000 * 2001-2002 

3{T*t 5^1 Hid ^ lei's T P J hr ? TT 


(ii) 

^ ^ «nrr 11 

( 5 ) 3 3 rte^i 

^ f^Fi ^ ftfti (^l- 

^iqr%ntT, wrfat 3t*rarfavHl 

if wet TF«n SppjfiiTtt ^ f’FT) 

^TT 3T*rei TT^TT; 

(iii) 

^for tt wa wv Tf«TT 

^CT Wfaff % ^ 

stdn ^ ^ vs\ 'sntft 

(iv) aim* srfafwt, i96i%3tmHf% 

3FT rcnrnft foiffro ^ ^ 

infWrti % Tmsr ‘ l Pf5et ®A 4 n; 

(v) ^^ ttRft 

■^PFTFf twW ti 4 io*I ®Ft ^ ^ 1511 ' 

112 / 20037 ^.^. 197 / 57 / 2003 - 
3TP7^vt fH. - 1 ] 
3TT^. t h. f^T, -Hptiq 

New Delhi, the 6th May, 2003 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2156. —In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Divine Light Trust for 
the Blind, Bangalore” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 
subject to the following conditions, namely : 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attainment 
of the objectives of the assessee and separate 
books of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
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accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. I12/2003/F. No. 197/57/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
^ 21 *Tt 2003 

(StRRFT) 

^>T. 31T. 2157.—3TFRR 7957 ( 1 961 Rtf 

43) ^ m 10 (23->T) (iv) SRl^Tltari 

1997-1998 ^ 1999-2000 cR 7 % cfi*- 
RR? % %tr TT 7 RR- 

TZZ % 3#R|facT 

(i) RR-fRqfRu) TRRft STF? TTt ^ciuivT 3TSRT 
3TP? 7R ^RlHlcrf "3^4)1 WR 

cr err rr ^rf % fm, %ti 

•? 8 tmT ^ f; 

(ii) RR-RrcifRfr^rg-cki^ 

^ 11 

(s) ^‘ fert 7 ^ 737 $ ^7 

^ ^P=T rTTNf $ RRRjt (%R- 
x F#^7 3TTf^ % ^R if RTRT cT«IT ^T^Tf^RT 
^r^ 3T^PT^f^FT) 

7^ RRTT R*ff <^<q[ 77 ^W; 

(iii) 7^ fRR7 %rt 3TTR % 7 TRR- i$ cfT^ 

^^f^^iOqK^TtRTctmcTqr^TRrenH^t^R 
7T^ % ^ifw ^ CT« 1 T ^ WTl^TT % 

3 STcFT 3 ^317f^f5T7 V3\ ^TRtt • 

(iv) ^-Rreffcft strrr; arfaRm, 1961 % Tpr^Hf % 

'SP^TR ^Hil arFf fqq|U|) Rtqfhfl ^ 33P7^ 

7TRj< 4»|(1 % 7RT$T RR^vT R^TTT; 

(v) feqeq R?tfygtfh ^ atfflRqn TTf^ptf affc-q R^uiRrq j 

^ rrM wtr r?t ^ 1 

[3Tf*R£RRrR. 132/2 003 m. 77. 197/45/2003- 

^TT^FT f%. -I j 

3?t£ it. 777 . f^r, 

New Delhi, the 21st May, 2003 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S. O. 2157.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 


Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Punjab Istri Sabha Relief 
Trust, Amritsar” for the purpose of the said sub-clause 
for the assessment years 1997-1998 to 1999-2000 subject 
to the following conditions, namely ;— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 132/2003/F. No. 197/45/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

21 Tit 2003 

( 3hqcfc< ) 

^> 1 . 331 . 2158 .— 3 TPicb<. arRtfRRR, 7957 (7957 ^43) 

^ m 10 ^ ^ ( 237 T) % RRTsTg- (iv) SRT 3 KRT TTfoPTf RR 

3TTR> ifcet faefR, ^ ^ ^ 2000 _ 

2001 3 2002-2003 fip=#T%ct 

wf % artfrr 77 ^ 7 -^ % 37%5RT?f 

3T^;- 

(i) ^R-RtqfRal TSraft eTTR ^ T^HIvT 3727^7 

^TFT 77T % feTtr 3-H^r TT^R ^utd-m 

cT«n % %tT f^PT% %7 

T2JPRT 17^ f. 

(ii) TR-firnfftti) Tjafcnff 

R7 R^R) vf) atqRj % q(<M %rn 7 7 7 
( 5 ) ^ terf t^t 3tsrt t^t ^ tr 

ffTRrt ^ rRlch) ^ '3f(4)l Rrfit ("^RR- 


[HPT II—'*5T5 3(ii)] 


HTTct ^TTT^m : SPTM 2, 2003/9tm 11, 1925 
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*i|c||fe<ra, 3nf^ % if W<f fT^TT 3Pp(Rl<T 

^ f*F=0 ^rf 3T*T3T 

"3^ '5RT 7T%HT; 

(iii) HIT srfv^'ll t^rit 3TF1 % if iii 
#ft, *rt %^KfaRir w<f etm <tht srfHerm^ 
cpp l^riT chli«iK. <S=K1 ^T-ii^iRcfi % <s^4l ^ 
Tjrf^I%%li yiRpJch i^T^t cfHTt^r 

if 3FP1 it ?m\ T& ^rmt 

(iv) ^-Rrotfrirt to ^ifRfwr, 1961 %WriiHf % 

arpft sm rwuil RprRm ir « 

TTlf^^fi % 7THSI U>l$d °A'(1; 

(v) RiHeti ^ fr-nfa i ^RiRcfci uRihi aiR iR-m-uRtH! 
wm ^Tvt *Rf*f Wtt ^ i it Wfiit I 

[sTfirej^rfi. i33/2003m. ri. 197 / 53 / 2003 - 

3TFT^ Rt.-I ] 

3TT i it. T£T. RR(T, ^77 Tlf^t 

New Delhi, the 21st May, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2158.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “The Delhi Society for 
the Welfare of Mentally Retarded Children, New Delhi” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 
11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 133/2003/F. No. 197/53/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
M 21 Rt 2003 

( 31UPFO 

oRT. 3IT. 2159.-—sfirifwt, 1961 (1961 
43) riKT 10 % 7sj"5 (23 T f) % (iv) ^R13^tT 

sifMypfin^ it4^ 

tffnfa, (R«T5f^T) M ^t^ 2000-2001 ^ 

IT ^ Trq-irs % u4U«ii*f wt t, 

(i) 37FPt 3TFT 3ri^t 

% Rtt "33FF5T Tf^PT 'jytflHI 
fTHT 3PFPPTT *3R '3^rt % fsH% %T 

FTOI ^5t M f; 

(li) ^TFTcT 

^rf ^fit Hi HRT 11 ^t 3WTI 

(5) 3 RlfdP^ TT^T ^ arfiPF 

3T*ptf cpct^f it Rft ciM it firfri (#ri 
^rfwct, snfr % ctht 

<h'>I<R ’Rfi) Rt% 7T 'I^T e tR , (l 

'JlHl i^I 

(iii) 3Tf>-t^5RT 3TP1 % TPtri 

iPT\, chK^K^ 

cRT fip ^TT ^T-Rth[Ru 1 % -^^Hl ^ 

Tnf 1 ^ % 9l^f. T^f % TPIri 

■SFPI'fi «al ■Jiidl It; 

(iv) ^r-RnitfriftarfirRm, 1961 % hwmhT% 

3T3HR 3TP1 f^crit ftqfira ^9 ^ 
•?nteRi % wi ^ni; 

(v) ^ <iRni «fR HR«*HRr«ri 

'ririTR ^ WTZrf ^1 ^ ^TTrifr I 

[3TRt^5RTri. 134/2003API. ri. 197/47/2003- 

stffrRt.-i] 
3Tt^. it. Tri. feet, 

New Delhi, the 21st May, 2003 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2159.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 



- - , - - ---- . mjuuST 

Government hereby notifies the “Shri Bamleshwari 
Mandir Trust Sanuty, Dongargarh (M.P.)” for the purpose 
o the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to the following 
conditions, namely:— 

(i) t he assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 

objects for which it is established; 

(u) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
1 other than voluntary contributions received and 


^2, 2003/SRAVANA 11, 1925 [Part II—Sec. 3fii)l 

TTTRT <T*?T fip=j) 

(m) ^ frrsft ftfi sjfi % 

^ ftn ^ ^ 

yi^|dh^f^(TiqT^t^T^R%^ 


maintained in the form of jew ellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous yeairs 
i clevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 


(iv) a-TPtcht 1961 %3IFraHf% 

% TPTST RiT^T 

(V) ^ fo# f viMtt ufm\ aft HRwRiRi 


(ill) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
i nconie being profits and gams of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
l he objectives of the assessee and separate books 
oi accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 


UHH ^ ^ Rnrnft j 

[aTfq^TTU 139/2003/R*. 13. 197/68/2003- 

arnm Rt.-i ] 

an^. it. TT*f. f%r5CT, 

New D I'd, the 30th May, 2003 


Cv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act. 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

1 Notification No. 134/2003/F. No. 197/47/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I P S. BiNDRA, Under Secy. 

R? focrtl, 30 2003 

(3U^TT) 


(INCOME TAX) 

S.O: 2160—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (2"3C) of Section 10 of the 
Income- tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Sri Ramkrishna Ashram 
24 Parganas (South), West Bengal” for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 2001 -2002 to 
2003-2004 subject to the following conditions 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 


^T- 3 ^* 2160.—^TTRRR 1961 (1961 43.) 

^ 10 % ^ ( 23 t T) (iv) £RT 7TM ^ 

Tftl ^ TR<w< yaqjjKi ‘ * 24 

TTTTr ('7R.TR) '■■fold ” RJt 2001-2002 ^ 2003- 

2 004 RRT % RR fRRTTR q<if % fvuj, Ran % ■aTtftf 

-gV T'ltT RR-7315' % TUftpR*! STfftjfRrT f ? 

( i ) RR fRRTf<al 37TR RR IfdHId ST^RT 

RTR RTT fHid TR*) % fcTTT 'BRP^T ■JFPTTT 

TRTT RRTRRT Rj) ft 

(ii ) TR-fRRtfTrf) RR^RtT RR-fftfan Rrjf R rpTcT 
75 T r ft H) % ftjH RRI 11 Rf) 

( 5 ) 3 fRRt) tt^- ^ 

ftNU 7^ ^ Rffij ('5^- 


(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified iti sub-section (5) of Section 
ii; 

(iii) this notification w ill not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains ojf business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income “before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 


[*1T*TII—33^3(ii)] 
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(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 139/2003/F. No. 197/68/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
M fcrcft, 6 2003 

■^T.31T. 2161.—3TR^3ifqfwi, 1961 (1961 ^6143) 
ms io %73T5 (23*1) (iv) isnr ^i 

3*41*1 mft U,d^SKl W f*T7H. 

i&rfmi, W* 2002-2003 3 2004-2005 FW 

3^1 % y4)*HI«f STfWjfeRT Wlfft t, 3T«lhf 

(i) 31FT 

zm wr 

<TsjT dl^Rpn "3R 3^!/4f % fcR wW, feT* 
5'114-rt wrfu wl*i3%; 

(ii) 3M^ ^ 

cpjf ^ faaft *ft arefa % ifcn WO 11 ^^mrcr 
(5) ^ faPfe felt TT^ ST«T^1 ^ ^ ^*1 

3Tsqqi d(l4v) ^ ^ '3^1 filfit ( V *I C H _ 

'jHlfefl F, ’•mT*J 7 3T*1W 3T*T euf^ % ^1 
3TF<T 0 9 4T ^TJtfStcT ^1^9=1) 3T7KH 3) fWO) 
fo%?l -OFf wW 31WJT ^ WIT ^ 'e% 7 TT; 

(iii) wr fwat ^rrt 3JFT % 3 cTnp'OFf 

^ for ^rifoK 3 off cim< t*tt sifwo Ft ^ 

cT^i for T(HI chltMK "330 ^R-fovifwl % ’3^it ^ 

3Jlf^T%f^ yitlFl^ 4Ff-FlF«n^r cw<)«ik%^^ 
if STcPl ^ 'jjtfl'+fo Tt4t ^roft Ff; 

(iv) ^R-fo*lffaft 3imWCaifafWT, 1961 %3tTWtfot% 

3T^TR •3T T rft 3TR Pi-nf^RT ^9 ^ 31P1^ 

Tnf^lfi % TR«J ’rn^ei ^fo*TT; 


^PTB 3^4) Wlfsf ■HMtfn ^>1 ^ I 

142/2003/00. ^1. 197/67/2003- 
3TTWR fo.~l] 
3TT^. i\. TJH. tel, 3P17 


New Delhi, the 6th June, 2003 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2161.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 


Government hereby notifies the “Ramakrishna Sarada 
Mission, Dakshineswar, Kolkata” for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 2002-2003 to 
2004-2005 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 
11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gams of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 142/2003/F. No. 197/67/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

3 2003 

(3HWFTJ) 

■g»T.3IT. 2162.—3tf4Pi4*l, 1961 (1961^143) 
^f«nrriO% 3^5 (23*1) (iv) m ^ ^ 

3T4t*T^ ^%^t*T W5TCT *' 

Tiv»)fo¥Hc4 ’jxrsKci *ld*u631*J*, flfacru§ 

^1 2003-2004 ^ 2005-2006 <TW % WT Wlf % 

?rat % 3T*H 

arftRjf^F wt t, 31^ : 

(j) wi 31^1 

3M <ET WFT 

tt^ir 3t4^Md4 1 m '3t?4f % wt*n, 

WTWTT *t£ t; 

(ii) 3 q j wr 

^ ^ f^Rt 4) amfu % ^3H wa 11 ^ ^IWTT 
(5) ^ ^ -jn 


2022 Q1/03—4 
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31RRT TRtaff ^ f*FT ctM* ^ RFft f¥V (^R- 
*iRife<Ki, oirrt %# -3FT R 43 ^ 

R WZ Tr«TT 3r3T%T 4^fa»=6 3T?I^1R ^ f^FR) Rtf 
ino 4i -itfl rrri <atl wn nrff rrrt 4t% t it; 

(lil) Rf ^RftRfRRT fRRTt T^ft 3TR % 47RR 3 

FEft, RTt % ^KMK if RPR cTTR RRT <3TfRFm^) 

Ff % TfRT RUHR ^ RR-fRRfficTt % R?t 
RTfa % f^ r^T ^ rrt -^rr % rrr 
3 ^ePT Tt RRRT ^f-^PRIT R?f jvfl wf ; 

( iv ) RR-MM 3TTRRR ^TfafiRR, 1961 % wrorif % 
Sf^fR 3mt 3TFT fRRFl) M'Hcf if 3TTRRR 
Rlfwft % RR$7 ^TTT; 

(v) fRERR r?) f^if?r ^ arfM^r Tif^Frf ark MfuF-tPioi 

4TRR RTF* RRf *f 47RHR R7t^ Rt RTRft I 

[>37fR4£RRTU 161/2003/RT 47. 197/78/2003- 

3TF7RRfR.-I] 
37li Rt. TRT. fsRR, 3TR4 47fRR 

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2162.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Adhiparasakthi 
Charitable, Medical, Educational and Cultural Trust, 
Melmaruvathur, Tamil Nadu” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 2003-2004 to 2005- 
2006 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) theassessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its hind 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(in) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
i ncoine being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business: 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 

tax Act. 1961: 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. I6I/2003/F. No. 197/78/2003- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

Rvdl, 3 2003 

( 37TRR7T) 

^JT.3IT. 2163.—371RRR STfqfRRR, 1961 (1961RH43) 
Rvt RR110 % <a-s ( 23 T T) % "<jho-s (iv) SKI RRR 4iRw4l RT 
RRWRR^ j|iJ 4RR>I< ItyS VlTm 

1990-1991 3 1992-1993 <T3F>%RRfRRf4R 
RpT % Ru< PORfinfiaa wf % 37RN ][ti RRR RR-TST? % 

RfiRjf^cT RRtft t, 

(i) RR-TP-liRal 341=61 •37F? R^ ^Hid 3 R«ptT R47Rit 

37R RP ^Hid RR^ % %tr <341=61 47RRR 'JufcTRl 

cT«n STFRcTRI "SR % f?pr RjklT, iRir 

"$47^ RRF7RI "R^ t; 

(ii) RR-fR^lRul viH^=wRR-fRKftRRRf k47RR ^4ctql 

RPf RlfRRlt kt 3TRfR%44TR KRT 11 Rvt RW4T 
(5) Pf [qplRJ^i Rtitll RR> 3TRRT RRT ^ "S 7 ! 

■3TRRT ttM ^ Btr trcNf ^ f¥^ (3m- 

RRpRt 3tqR1 fRRTt 3R7 3Trf^ % WT 

rf yim TTRT aTJTfsjcT ^ filR) RTT 

f^T%7T RFf ^rtyTT 3TRRT ^ RR] RRRT Rl^RFT; 

(iii) aTfiftyRRI f%4lt OTPT % 4TRR eTP^RFf 

% RTRtRR ^ RTRT RTR R«Tt ^rfRcUR'^t^H 
cTR> f% if411 l<1MK RRR RR-Pir[(<o1 % <s^r) Rvt 
RlfRT % RRTfw R^f 7TRT ^ RiRlRR % 47RR 
Rf 3 TcTR c)<ai ^Rn^nt R^f Tt^ff > 3110 ) ; 

(iv) RR-fRRtffRt 3TTRRR ^ifiifRRR, 1961 %TTRRTRf % 
3T547R 3TRR) SIFT fRR3' u l1 PH^PHd W{ ^ 3TTRRR 
RTfelfi % 4TR^ RR5cT 

(v) ^ fFtfd arfdft 4d TTfytRT afk HP<4t^Rfqi 

47RR RRf«f 4TR3R ^ ^ Wlfilt | 

[37fR4|RRT47. 163/2003m47. 197/77R1/2003- 

3TF7RR R-I] 
071^. T ff. TJ47. fRRR, 3TR4 RlfRR 
New' Delhi, the 3rd July, 2003 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2163.—In exercise of powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Grocery Markets and 
Shops Board, Mumbai” for the purpose of the said sub- 




[’‘Fill—faS3(ii)] 
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clause for the assessment years 1990-1991 to 1992-1993 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 
11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
ncome being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of 
the objectives of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 163/2003/F. No. 197/77A/2003- 

ITA-I] 

1. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
fa ffafa, 8 2003 

^T.31T. 2164.—faulWW w! % ffa ^ 

ar faqfod faw ^imr t fa fas wr Pumqfft, 
1962 % fam 2^ % tiT«t T rfar stiff fafam, i?6i fa 
qra 10(23-^) 2003_ 

2004 fa* 2004-2005 far (3) 

fa ch<Cll % l 

2. FF arfafaT W fa ^ sfafa t fa 

(i) ffaFlfa!, 1962 

% ffam 2^ % Fffa stiff wfafam, 

1961 fa WO 10(23^) fa'FTFWfa 

fanr, 

(ii ) fa^ fR<+>R fafa $ falf ^ 

(^r) fafar fa fa! tori fa m. 

fal%, fa 


(73) 73KTT fafaf WT W-T13TF faf FTTT % 7TFT 
3TTFF ffanfa!, 1962 % fam 2^% 
dMpiOH (7) I^FFTfaffa [fall cl<9l*bK 
fa 7iraf fa fawfan fa! wow t, 

(n) 3TFTW7 ffawfa!, 1962 % faro 2'5‘% 

^qfam (7) sfufw faffa damiN ROte 
Tn^rfaf wott% i 


3. atfarffa ^reFr/fasilPl<*> % : 



4, fa fa, ^rfa-600006 farW-Tt3-TOTR s-wimv'i 
fa fa z!) 3TTFTC OT wnofal fa! OTOW % 
ffah%3^fa!offa3RT%faq I fa. ^T. 205/121/99- 
3TT0Wtfa-II) 

[fafawnfa 168/2003/WT.fa 205/121/99- 

300WTfa-II] 

Ti. %. M l fa l, '3F fafa (3TTFF fa-II) 

New Delhi, the 8th July, 2003 

S.O. 2164 —It is notified for general information 
that enteiprise/industrial undertaking, listed at para (3) 
below has been approved by the Central Government for 
the purpose of Section 10(23G) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, read with rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, 
for the assessment years 2002-2003,2003-2004 and 2004- 
2005. 

2. The approval is subject to the condition that— 

(i) the enterprise/industrial undertaking will 
conform to and comply with the provisions 
of Section 10(23G) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, rgad with rule 2E of the Income-tax 
Rides, 1962; 

(ii) the Central Government shall withdraw this 
approval if the enterprise/industrial 
undertaking 

(a) ceases to cany on infrastructure facility; 

or 

(b ) fails to maintain books of account and get 
such accounts audited by an accountant 
as required by snb-iule (7) of rule 2E of 
the Income-tax Rules, 1962; or 

(c) lailstofurnishthe audit report as retpiifed 

by sufcHule (7) of rule 2E of the Income- 
tax Rules, 1962. 
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3. The enterprise/industrial undertaking approved 

is— 

M/s East Coast Consultants and infrastructure 
Limited, No. 4, Moors Road, Chennai-60006 for 
their project to construct a bridge over river 
Amravathi on Build-Operate-Transfer (BOT) 
basis. 

(Notification No. 168/2003/F. No. 205/121/99-ITA-II] 
A K. PANDEY, Dy. Secy. (ITA-II) 

R? farft, 8 2003 

^FT.3*r. 2165.—FfaFTTMTF 0 ! ^ RTTRRRd % ffa RF 
aifajfat fall RJTRT f % fa* FRRTR 
1962 % fam 2^% fttm Rfa sttrrr arfafam, 1961 ^ 
Mm 10 ( 23 -^) % mr fRMfa fa 2002 - 2003 , 

2003-2004 fa 2004 - 2005 % ffa fa ( 3 ) 3 fafafa 

Rim fa ^mfafa rrr) 1 1 * 

2. RF ^Tfafar w fa % atfat t fa 

(i) RFR/fajiffar RMsfcH 3RRMR faPTlsfa, 1962 

% farn 2^ % fttm fafa rftrr farfam, 

1961 fa Mm 10(23"®) %RRRMl' % ^T^TFPTT 
fa[ RRRiT fa'll, 

(ii ) %=? Wd>\l RF 3?1hVh fafa ^ faft fa 

(m) farm fa fa wrr fa mr 

fat, fa 

( 33 ) Turn fan) rst m-vsm Rtf rrri f fmt 
^ttrrr ffanfa, 1962 % fam 2W % 
(7) frtrrt faffafafa <fa i <frK 

FE1 fa FtTRt" fa fatT nfa Rfa RRTRt t, 

3TRRT 

(r) 3tptmr ffanfat, 1962 % ffar 2Fr % 

(7) FRT R*TT faffa fal fa<fl1 

fFfa rftjct r^t rrrt 1 1 

3 . Rtfaffa RFm/fafafa mu t: 

^Rtfc fa cm FeiteT far fte RRfa ffa Frffa ftf 5 ^ 
fa HRR TRRTA, 7 pRm •THR>k, Ft. 14, T^fa 

RTRIR FTffamTR, RTMt RRT-380010 fa fafa fat 
FefiR fa fafa farm WT % R*R rfatR 
FT. 87 mi 1FT fat Ffa ^3% fat RRfa mR4 | <iH I % 
fair | 

[ fafafRRT T4 169/2003/RR. FT. 205/59/98-3TTRMR R-II, 

fas-i] 

n. fa. RlfaR, RRFTfMM ( 3TTRMR R-1I) 


New Delhi, the 8th July, 2003 

S.O. 2165. —It is notified for general information 
that enterprise/industrial undertaking, listed at para (3) 
below has been approved by the Central Government for 
the purpose of Section 10(23G) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, read with rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, 
for the assessment years 2002-2003,2003-2004 and 2004- 
2005. 

2. The approval is subject to the condition that— 

(i) the enterprise/industrial undertaking will 
conform to and comply with the provisions 
of Section I0(23G) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, read with rule 2E of the Income-tax 
Rules, 1962; 

(ii) the Central Government shall withdraw t’ A 
approval if the enterprise/indu* 
undertaking:— 

(a) ceases to carry on infrastructure facility; 
or 

(b) fails to maintain books of acrmnt and get 
such accounts audited by a. xountant 
as required by si b-rule (7) f rule 27 of 
the Income-tax Rides, 1962, or 

(c) fails to furnish the audit report as required 
by sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income- 
tax Rules, 1962. 

3. The enterprise/industrial undertaking approved 
is— 

M/s Vadodara Halol Toll Road Company Limited 
Secretary, Roads and Building Depar: n. 
Government of Gujarat, Block No. 14, Secoi 
Floor, Sachivalaya, Gandhi Nagar-380010 for their 
project of widening and strengthening of National 
Highway No. 87 between Vadodara and Industrial 
* Town of Halol. 

(Notification No. 169/2003/F. No. 205/59/98-ITA-II, 

Vol. ij 

A K. PANDEY, Dy. Secy. (ITA.II) 
fa far* 8 fafa, 2003 

RR.31T. 2166.—FRimwt fat A? 

arftRjffa fan RTR1 f fa SF£ FRMTTF atFTRR fadlMell, 
1962 % fam 2^ % FTTM Rfa atlRMR 3Tfafwr, 1961 
Mm 10(23-®) %3faTRT p 4MR falfamf 2003-2004 
2004-2005 ( 3 ) 3 dfcrlfckl RFRml ^ jHlRct 

Mmftti 

2. RF <Hj,4KR TTcf % 31RtR t fa : — 

(i) R^R/3fratffa ■SM5T)H 3TTRMR PiRHIMefl, 1’ .42 

% fam 2^ % FTTM Rfa 3HRMR arfKfA'VR, 


[MPT II—^3(ii)] 


3TTO2, 2003/^m 11, 1925 


5403 


1961 pft PTO 10(23"®) %TPPrtf% 3*5^1^ 

sDr mmpjt a\$mm 

(ii) HM P$ STjqftM PlfPTT ^ ^ 

MtR/ailsjlfpPi <sM*H :— 

(op) ^q^UPirre ? ; ^fPVF P?t Mlfft TSRT ^ PR 

^nt, aflr 

(73) 731MT qfe4l’ Ptf T73-T73T^ M^f PTOTT t MPT 
3PPPR ftPPTP#, 1962 % fWT 2^“% 
^qpjqq (7) 5RTW'3T^I^Tf%^ rP3T^R 
^RT ^ TsTTcff pft M)73T PTt$JT MTTf PTOMT t, 
3TPPT 

(p) <Hl i l'=R fH^Hl'Mcfl, 1962 % fWT 2^" % 
e^PiP P ( 7 ) 5TTT PPI 3rif$JM MEM! PTfen 

ftpt£ pttim ms! prmt 11 
3. appTtKM TOT/pftelrfPP) t :— 

3TgH<; i « nM M5UHI TTcT ffe «h*M^ %°> T P^ 
MPT, ftlMPil P^ft^JM PTTPfeTO ufaP, TTOP> PP MPM 
fqMTP, '^pTtm PTPiTT, ®ClTp> TT. 14, <^ft hP»ki, 
^efpPTMTP, PTrtt MPT- 380010 Mil M^PMTPTM ^ irjtilMi 
% -rwt 3Tf 3Tt zl 3TTPTT PT TFP WTpf 
TT. 41 P5t ^hST 3?TT PR^ pft TMpft PfTPt^MT % 
fpTRI 

1 dTfPTTPPT U 167/2003/PP. TT. 205/8/2000-331^^.-11, 

73T5-I] 

-q;. %. iflofe q, TP TFTfPP (3TTPPR ft.-II) 
New Delhi, the 8th July, 2003 
S.O. 2166.—It is notified for general information 
that enterprise/industrial undertaking, listed at para (3) 
below has been approved by the Central Government for 
the purpose of Section 10(23G) of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961, read with rule 2E of the Income-tax 
Rules, 1962. for the assessment years 2003-2004 and 
2004-2005. 

2. The approval is subject to the condition that 

(i) the enterprise/industrial undertaking will 
conform to and comply with the provisions 
of Section 10(23G) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, read with rule 2E of the Income-tax 
Rules, 1962; 

(ii) the Central Government shall withdraw this 
approval if the enterprise/industrial 
undertaking:— 

(a) ceases to carry on infrastructure facility; 
or 

(b) fails to maintain books of account and get 
such accounts audited by an accountant 


as required by sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of 
the Income-tax Rules, 1962; or 

(c) fails to furnish the audit report as required 
by sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income- 
tax Rules, 1962. 

3. The enterprise/industrial undertaking approved 

is— 

M/s. Ahmedabad Mehsana Toll Road Company 
Limited, Gandhinagar, having its registered office 
at Secretary, Roads and Building Department, 
Government of Gujarat, Block No. 14, Second 
Floor, Sachivalaya, Gandhi Nagar-380010 for their 
project to widening and strengthening of State 
Highway No. 41 between the cities of Ahmedabad 
and Mehsana on BOOT basis. 

[Notification No. 167/2003/F. No. 205/8/2000-ITA-II, 

Vol. II 

A. K. PANDEY, Dy. Secy. (ITA.II) 

(3TTf^R^T4f^MTP) 

(fffcrnrom) 

Mf-fervft, 10^ai£ 2003 

MM. 3TT. 2167.—MRSfcT3tWilpMi fapilR 4Ph arfapRfP, 
1964 (1964 Pit 18) pftPTO6 P^TP-PTO (l) %7TO (P) 

5ttt pmm Tjifpppt pit ppto prof fp; %rrfp rttpht, mo^ki, 
# TiM. TTM. fTTPtf^PT, 3Tt£ \ : 68), Pit pdPTM 3 

fpp PPTeTP, Sflf^PT PT4 fPMIP, 4 TtfPP (fprttP 

%p) f, Pit MTPiTet PMTP 3 3ttr 3TP^ ap^T 
r^Ht M T TTP % TPTM PT MTTPtP ^thhfuPi fPPiTTT "tpi % fM^PIPT 
TFTScT 4 fp^vrpi % PM PT fp^PM PiTcft t i 

' [PP. TT. 24(4 )/2002 -33t£ 11 

pt. %TPTMT, PTPT TFtfpP 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 10th July, 2003 

S.O. 2167 —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (c) of sub-section (I) of Section 6 of the 
Industrial Development Bank of India Act, 1964 (18 of 
1964), the Central Government, hereby appoint Shri N. 
S. Sisodia, IAS (RJ: 1968), Secretary (Financial Sector), 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Economic Affairs, 
New Delhi as a Director on the Board of Director of 
Industrial Development Bank of India with immediate 
effect and until further orders vice Ms. Vineeta Rai. 

[F. No. 24(4)/2002-IF. 11 
B. D. BBRWAL, Under Secy. 
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Rcrfl, 16 2003 

^T.^TT. 2168.—Vreffa 

1989 (1989 TO 39 ) ^ *TTTI 6 2 VTO 

6 T't’^FCT (1) % (TO) 5KT 3Jr^rf ^l^Rfqf cRj 3JT%T 

FRTOt, y,<n<ysKi, aftfarZeT ^Nf 3TTTO TOFfi i 

cik!o T) <si=h) arfaqEifli TOt 3TFg '^Tf 1TTO 31«FTT 

3^y ^ ^ aft *), % TT^f ?FJ 'srifa 
fa^TTT fTO % T*T 3R«T ftfalTO % TO TO fr^TO to# 

tl 

[TO. tf. 24( 1 )/2001-3Tr£ TTi^-1 ] 
^3,C1 3JPTTT TFT, 

New Delhi, the 16th July, 2003 

S.O. 2168.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of Section 6 read with 
sub-section 2 of Section 6 of the Small Industries 
Development Bank of India Act, 1989 (39 of 1989), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shri Vijay Kumar 
Chopra Executive Director, Oriental Bank of Commerce, 
as Chairman and Managing Director, Small Industries 
Dev elopment Bank of India with effect from the date of 
his assuming charge and upto the date of his 
superannuation or until further orders whichever is earlier 

[F. No. 24(1)/2001-IF. 1] 

ATUL KUMAR RAI, Director 

(ririrrwriT) 

17 t 2003 

^T.3H. 2169.—%#qTTTTOTT Wfa 4lH I fim 
iTfvfWT, 1956 ( 1956 TO 31) # TOTT 4 gTOf TOxl flfalif TO 
TFTFr^rit^iT eqt-qrr. rtt. friritf^n, Tif# (f«#q $N) TOf*fro 
TOifaMFT, f^riTOTOT#i)TOftfaifclTTFT, %T8TFTTO7ETO 
Fm % TOTO % 3^ TOTOd 1?^ £ srfrp? 3#y) WZ % 
Tvtrr Pi^qu TO# % I 

[TO. TT. 14(3)/2003-^rin-IV] 
3TO. THRIFT, 

(Insurance Division) 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2003 

S.O. 2169.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 4 of the Life Insurance Corporation Act, 1956 
(31 of 1956), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Sh. N. S. Sisodia, Secretary (Financial Sector), Department 
of Economic Affairs, Ministry of Finance as Member of 
the said Corporation vice Smt. Vineeta Rai with immediate 
effect till further orders. 

[F. No. 14/3/2003-ins. IV] 
R. RENGANATH, Director 


(TFifTOfriririT) 

%#, is ■sjvni 2003 

( 3HU3TT) 

TO7r.3Tr. 2170.— 3TFTTOT##FTO, 1961 (1961 TO 43) 
^ TOTT 10%tj^ (23- 7 T) % (iv) 5RT TOTT yrf%14l’ TO 
TFThT TOrit ^ 4UTOK srn * * TOT vi tTO t dMl , TO 

RctO"## 1995-1996 ^ 1997-1998 <TTO % TOT fTOTfr>T 
#f (V-iRiRan 7# % ^#3T# TF*3TOT ^ 1 - 73 ^% 
TOTt*Rli 3F#% TO# t, 3F# :— 

(i) TOT-fi## 3*1«hl STF? TO $4dH(d 33«n=TT 341^0 
•3TFT TO $RNc! TOT% % %i TO3TO TTTOR ^Fn 
?T«TT 3FFTOFT1 ^ 3^# % %T f^T% 

^TTTOt TOTTOIT TO) 'nf 1?; 

(ii) TOT-frorff#^rojroTOT-from#f£ tttottot*# 
to) frort rit arqf^T % ^tft vrt 11 ^tvri 
( 5) 3 frorl t)TO 'STSFtT -QTO ri 3Tf%T^ 

ar*Fir ri friR ri 35^ fM«r (3m- 

TOdl’iR 3TSFTT froit 31TO STlfc % ^T 

^ TOTt TTSTT 3T^%r t4pT««+> ri f*TTO) TO 

srsFJT ^TT TOFTI 4Fh«Hi 

(in) ^ 3n^?rfron)%ft 3 tft %riri«r $ #it, 

■3Tt =w<)qK ^ TIFct TOri cT«TT 3Tf*TOm ft ^ TF* 

fro ^id<4 k 4=w TO-f%«rffrift % to! 

% MI4tPl«4> wf tT«TT TOTrint % TFTri 
^TvFT ^ #t3T ^feTTOTT Tig) TOtft H; 

(iv) 3TFTTO 3tfrifwi, 1961 %3TR*TRf % 
■3T T FTt 37Ft f^T«|<uf| f^fricT WT ri 3TFTTO 

inf^chlO % TTR^t TO^vT *fj\ 4 il; 

(v) froTT gf) frirhr arffrftTO Trfririr #r 

ifTTFTfTFTT TTRR ^rfaf TTTOR ^ ift 

[aifq^sitri. 173/2003/TO. ri. 197/19/2002—3TF7TOffT.-1 ] 
sn£ it. t^t. fro?a, tt^ 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 18th July, 2003 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2170.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Centre for High 
Technology, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1995-1996 to 1997-1998 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 
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(ii) the assessee will not invest pr deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
mai ntained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the 
for ms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 173/2003/F. No. 197/19/2002- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

2003 

( ) 

^T.3tr. 2171.—1961 (1961 ^43) 
^ 10 % 155 ( 23-T) (iv) 

hi, 19 93-94 * 1995- 

96 % kfR krRkrfistr wft % 

(i) 3TPT 

3TFT ^ % km 

7t«tr ^ kni, 

(ii) *pffkwiforel 

(5) 

3t«pn k fan <i{Wl k krfk 

^d?TRT, TvfNi; 3TW M 3FT ^ * ** 

k’ 3tTO tT*TT ^RsB»°n 3kF?Rk kFT) 

fac j y i "^k ' ? T^f ^91; 

(iii) ^ STkRJyR! 3FI % kk«r k 

tpp far k*n ^>Rtarc *rc-fa*rtk?k kr ^ 


Tnfat%kRyWPl<* <*>i<HR%k4«T 

k k klSTT Riff wt 'Jiinl 

(iv) 1961 % kt 

3pj*trc stpt faqrk) wi k 

yifa<*lfi % T F>I5cT 

(v) iro ^ R*tfa k 3tfaft<=w <ifW ark 

•qftflrqfaqt WHR qlk *1*44 tHUon k 
JllHTl I 

[3tfk7£FTk. 174/2003m.k. 197/83/2003- 

atPVtftfa.-l] 
srci kt. tth. fea, 

New Delhi, the 18th July, 2003 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2171.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “The Clearing & 
Forwarding Unprotected Dock Labour Board, Mumbai” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1993-1994 to 1995-1996 subject to the following 
conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 
11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a Charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 174/2003/F. No. 197/83/2003- 
' 1 , ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
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(few) 

M fevft, 21 2003 

^T^T- 2172.— 

1980 % 3 % ■3M<a« (1) % 7TT®T ■qfe?T 

t/ft 3TcTC°l) srfftfwr, 1980 ^ *TRT 
9 ^3WRT (3) (*?) Tjft (3^r) ^ 11^ yifaref ^ 3RpT 
^ VI ^n^SKi, 113/233, qr^ chHy 

9ft RR. %. 2003ft#T^ft 

arafft % %it fftv eNrft 

fHftWT % ^ RT HlfftcT ^Tcft f | 

["ft. ^ 9/17/2000-ftt ftt-I] 

^FRTrfftsj 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 21st July, 2003 

S.O. 2172.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (3)(g) and (3-A) of Section 9 of the 
Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of 
Undertakings) Act. 1980 read with sub-clause (1) ofClause 
3 of the Nationalised Banks (Management & 
Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1980, the Central 
Government, hereby nominates Shri S. K. Jain, Chartered 
Accountant, 113/233, Svvaroop Nagar, Kanpur as part- 
time non-official director of Punjab & Sind Bank for a 
period of three years commencing on 21st July, 2003. 

[F. No. 9/17/2000-B. O. I.] 
RAMESH CHAND, Under Secy. 

M ftvvft, 23 2003 

^T.3JT. 2173.—RRcffa 1934 ^ft 

FRT 8 ^ WTRT (4 ) % Tim RfftcT ( 1) % 7^5 (^r) 

■gRJ y<Ttl TTfecRT yqlu ^ftt ^ iRiqgK I, 

^T- Rt£ %Mhlel Tf), -STt Rftun ft* ^ftq ft 

t, 3T5ffft % foft ftf. f ftncj 

% W4 RT iTRul^ ft % ^q ft fft^cjq 

f I 

"3T. 'i'-yilnici Tff ftt ftRrflq fftsrft ftftfft -qqftj % 
FT Wc/fH % FT FiTftFlT fRFT ftft 

% ift FFlft) iftftt t 

[FT ft. 7/3/2003-ftt ftt-1] 
ftm ■aro^iei, 

New Delhi, the 23rd July, 2003 

S.O. 2173.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
bv clause (a) of sub-section (1) read with sub-section (4) 
of Section 8 of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, the 
Central Government, hereby appoints Dr. Y. Venugopal 


Reddy, currently Executive Director, International 
Monetary Fund, as Governor, Reserve Bank of India, for 
a term of five years vice Dr. Bimal Jalan. 

The appointment of Dr. Y. Venugopal Reddy as 
Governor, Reserve Bank of India, will take effect after 
Dr. Bimal Jalan demits charge of the post. 

[F. No. 7/3/2003-B. O. I.] 
SHEKHAR AGARWAL, Jt. Secy. 

F^ fell, 23 *pT£ 2003 

^T.3ir. 2174.—fftfftFFF arfftfwr, 1949 
(1949 10) VRT 56 % Tim «TTO 53 SRMT^f 

FIT FFpT ^ %#q 7RFUT, 

Ri'niR^i FTfttW FRcft t srfftfwTFft FITT11 Fft 

WTRT(1 TK«bl<l <NM^ft^aftft^^T%'Sf^H 

tTlftia ft 31 RTft, 2004 FFT ft HHHcfe Fft-3TFftfeF 
%, iftHTJt, FFTIcfe FT clT^Fsf #t I 

[FT ft. l(39)/99-tT. ftt.] 
ftfeTRftftt, 3TFT TrfftF 
New Delhi, the 23rd July, 2003 

S.O. 2174.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) the Central Government 
on recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India declares 
that the provisions of sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the 
said Act shall not apply to The Nagaland State Co¬ 
operative Bank Ltd., Dimapur, Nagaland, from the date 
of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette 
till 31 March, 2004. 


IF. No. l(39)/99-AC] 


MANGAL MARNDI, U nder Secy. 

^fftft=fTFRT 


^ fevft, 2 2003 


■^T.31T. 2175.—ftnftq <NMTRT (ft^%yim<*)q 

% fair qftW) fWT, 1976 % fWT 10%^T-fft*PT 


(4 ) % ft ^fq TTft W^TfftTT fWT, ^fq % 

ftdftd miftvjiRich 

fT«rr 


80% ft f^ft fm\ %, 

1. ^RtteFT, 


ft^T^KMl^M 
65, -q?T IRtaT, 


cnaH3)-226004 




2. 37$b7 

■^Ref 77^77 RnPt^S, 

^nf^Tte, 37^-227405 

3. 37$fa <+>l^d4, ' 

%Hc7 TT^T! 4»UMft¥R fdPii^, 
-^3. ^-25, ^7152 "=7. 1, 

■qqspt 5 sH^-4cT 
wry-208022 

4. 37$fa ebwicriq, 

%q?T 7ft^77 <*>KMli^H Pena'S, 
®nj? ■qra <ls, 

^1*77-206003 

5. 37$fa ^hi^let'H, 

%?PTcT c bk'iA*n (dfa^, 
165, di^, 

243001 


6. 37$fa ^TqfeR, 

%qpf 77^77 <*K'Sft?R tSPfi®, 

*TR#q ^2 % "777*7%, 

~7 >R ^7-263153 (fadl 35*7*7 ftie "i 4 ft) 

7. 37&5f 4>wld*7, 

■^RcT "Tft^ «W<4ftVH fdfr»^5, 

5l«ti«»R 3717. A 

%i^r-244716 (faeTT 35*7*1 'I'lO 

8. H$3T +l4cH 

^ft^77 <*i<qftVR faints, 

T^r^rn-f^ni^cT, 

■?n^T5T-24l00l 


9. i7$fa <w*jhw, 

"7ft^7 fcnfa^S, 

W%. •^-17, 

v 

\ *ft. ^77. 371$. ist. ^ft., 

Rh^W ^I , 37FRI-282007 


10. 37§fr‘Wfffl, 

%?FTPI ebKMftVR KnPiis, 
7J3n fad, 

5*<!lR7 <fa, 

^T«TW-204101 


11. -q^TOteFT, 

%*Td fa^77 4>KHlUn Idfais, 
fa. fa. T£fi. J ^IH, STfa^^PR, 

■qm^-273007 


12. 3T$fa <*>tfad*7, 

fafa*7 =bkMft.¥R tdPii®, 

80, fafaw, 

«mi u rfa-201001 

13. *IHfa «whIci«h, 

%*fd fa$77 «bKMl\sfM fdfa^, 

48-49, ^fa^Td fafaf, 

.faffa^, 

^nqreT-462023 

14. TTSfa «*wie1<7, 

fafl^d fa^77 felfH^S, 

48-49, ^slV^d M.R.41, 

fafa^Ti, 

faqid-462023 

15. TTSfa «blfaeP7, 

%qpT fa^77 cbKMftXR (dfa^S, 
^-112/113, s-efT^d fafaT, 

fafa Tfe, 

^fa-462003 

16. TTSfa^lfad*!, 

%qpT fa^77 ^KhTUR fdfa^S, 

<j>fq vSMcri H-sl, 
dSFTfad, d *«»><, 

’<71^7-474001 

17. 3T$fa cbWicW, 

%?HcT fa^77 fdftis, 

^<^1, HvMUl ^ ffe, 
ffanfa-472442, 

Rjieii dl^H' i® 

18. sfafa^FTTd*!, 

%*fd fafaTl «bKMft!fR fdfa^S, 

TJH. fa. fa., 1024-25, 
fa737-22 fa, 

<4^*13-160022 

19. 3T$fa 4>fad4, 

fafHd fa^77 <W7Hft.¥H fdffa^ 
xwfa fafa wn TJ& fa? fiT ^ T ’ 

^Iff-132001 

20. 37$fa OTtcPT, 

^77 ^TOTtt^H (dfafe, 

15, 37T^. 

«n*K«l ^77 % 771 
%77R-125001 


2022 G1/03—5 
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21. 

^?FTeT Tft^RT chKnl^H 
it. 25, iter 
'^15'H'H, 

jTTcT'KR- 144004 

22. TT^sT 


T cn?: T i. tt-2, 

"W, wneft Tte, 
'if^'ST-151006 

23. iCll Wtefq, 

T?ReT H44T4VH %fa£'S, 

^FEFTi. 388, 

cl i R. 14, 
rTTcTT^ fffeRT, 

180002 

24. ssfcr 444lr14, 

%?Fn?r ^kiAvh faPn^U, 

■pTrTeT tfe, 

it. 3ft. ^4H, 

TftcFT™ 173212 

25. TJ2T7 

%7RR 

ircit 

li- it. m % ircr, 

it^RT-389001 

26. 

TTRTcI 7T 
■H f? 44TT lipf, 

ite i 45, 
%RWTC-383001 




27. iste ^rmm, 

%7Hc-f 4-1 
TRR icFnft, 

Hell '*111 % HH’t 
i i I i 41 4 I v 4l4, 
Icfcl-390001 

28. yfa-fmw- T, 

3rit?7 frs, 
i^ferqeT xrf^n, 
«MwR-33500l 


29. TreNr 3f) i qfdq, 

^KMIUh fdfaig, 

5*41' i- 2, U15T TT^st, 3TR4T 

30. 

ffl^M cmkhI^m fain i 5, 
^FT i. 47, ^TT^-TT 
-«pPi '3 t f5t ‘ j r n st ('rot ir£), 
^3T-313001 

31. usfr ^srafcrc, 

^ it^TT 

12—13, '^sRtjqci FflTTT, TOJT 

32. 1&mT4TeFT, 

1-tlv^H ^khY 44M IdPHis, 
°f>T<i’i faPlM i^qtiO, 

Pool'S 1 16-312001 

33. 

%FTFI Tfr^F H4lY^H 
^t-14, TrfTTist (iranr), 
^^-342006 

34. 1*itm4tc14, 

TlhjRT obKHftvH 
^fst Tifaftr, ttNr 

35. 

iP^4T 4>I4 MUvM fafti*, 

i~ 134, 

^feT-324005 

36. ^FTTFFT, 

*T)^41 o 

iFTF- ^tsti 1RTR, 
ltHT-800014 

37. 4441614, 
iTHFI it^TT 4->l4lt\VH fdPH^, 
fH'Jlf is<*, 

IIMd^-854326 

38. U&4 <*I4M4, 

it^TH =M4Mlt^K 
iim PilMi % irt, 
^1^4444-842001 

39. 7^fWI4, 


T ttf%Z Tfit, ^JeTR 1FT, 
TptlT-854326 



40. usfa 

t vk, TT^ Cl®) 
TH)-834005 


3. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Plot No. D-25, Site No. 1, 

Panki Industrial Area, 
Kanpur-208022 


41. TTCfa wtfeH, 

<lnil's! Hi'S, 
f^H-841226 

42. 3t#5f ebiqfeRI, 

^PTrt 

TR ^frjt-848101 

43. ^srafcpr, 

%yHet *l>Rqft?rc RrtPii’B, 

■qt. aft. 

I^T-847211 

% 

44. <*u<4cf4, 

%gpn?T «hk4ftt{R Rnrnis, 

^Pt 8, SiaRPT °w<rM) 

5U<OI Tt5, 

Tj^TTF?-122001 

[ri. 3-2/2002-f^ 7 ftf?t] 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture & Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2175.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) 10 of 
the Official Language (Use for Official Purposes of the 
Union) Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby 
notifies the following regional and area offices of the 
National Seeds Corporation Limited, New Delhi, a Public 
Sector Undertaking under the control of the Department 
of Agriculture & Cooperation, Ministry of Agriculture, 
80% staff whereof have acquired the working knowledge 

of Hindi:— 

1. Regional Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

65. Pan Dariba, 

L.icknow-226004 

2. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Durgapur Road, 

Amethi-227405 


4. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

By Pass Rdad. 

Etawah-206003 

5. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
165, Civil Lines, 

Bareilly-243001 

6 . Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd.. 
Opp. State Bank of India, 
Rudrapur-263153 
(District-Udham Singh Nagar) 

7. Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd.. 
P.O.,R.T.C., 

Hempur-244716 
(District-Udham Singh Nagar) 

8 . Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd.. 
Mohalla-Ziakhel. 

Shahjahanpur-241001 

9. Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Plot No., B-17, U.P.S.I.D.C., 
Industrial Area, Mathura Road. 
Sikahdara. Agra-282007 

10. Area Office! 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Raja Daal Mill. 

Iglass Road. 

Hathras-204101 

11 . Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
P.C.F. Godown, Ashok Nagar, 
P.O. Basaratpur. 
Gorakhpur-273007 

12. Area Office. 

National Seeds Cc' ‘d., 

80, Gandhi Nagar, 
Varanasi-201001 

13. Regional Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
48-49. Industrial Area, 
Govindpura. 

Bhopal-462023 
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14. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
48-49. Industrial Area, 
Govindpura, 

Bhopal-462023 

15. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
L-J12/113, Industrial Area, 
Sanvvar Road, 

Indore-462003 

16. Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd.. 
Krishi Upaj Mandi, 

Lakshmi Ganj, Lashkar, 
Gwalior-474001 

17. Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Da\ endrapura, Maurani Road, 
Nivari-472442 
Di strict-T ikamgarh 

18. P.egional Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
S.C.O. 1024-25, 

Sector-22-B, 

Chandigarh-16002 2 
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24. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Mittal Complex, Bypass Road, 
P.O. Saproun, 

Solan-173212 

25. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Gayatri Society, 

Near S. T. Nagar, 

Godhra-389001 

26. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Sahkari Zin, Shamlaj Road. 

Post Box No. 45, 

Himmatnagar-3 83001 

27. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd.. 
Shankar Tekari, 

Opp Kala Bhawan, Dandia Bazaar, 
Vadodara-390001 

28. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Abohar Road, Industrial Area, 
Sriganganagar-33 500 1 


3(ii)] 


19. Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd.. 

C/o M/s. Narnia Rice and 
General Mills, Hansi Road 
Karnal-132001 

20 . Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

L\ I.D.C.. Opp., Dainik Jagran Press, 
Delhi Road. 

Hisaar-125001 

21 . Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
C-25. Focal Point, 

Bypass. 

Jullundhur-144004 

22 . Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Plot No. A-2. 

Focal Point, Dabwali Road. 
Bhatinda-151006 

23. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
House No. 388, 

Near Lane No. 14, 

Ta’.HbTi!!o, 

Janme. - *80002 


29. Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Shop No. 2. Krishi Upaj Mandi, 
Alwar 

30. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
Shop No. 47, Block-A, 

Krishi Upaj Mandi (Mandi Yard), 
Udaipur-313001 

31. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
E-12-13, Industrial Area, 
Bharatpur 

32. Area Office, 

National Seeds C poration Ltd., 
Cotton Ginning F lory, 
Chittorgarh-3 12001 

33. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
D-14, Sabji Mandi (Pawta), 
Jodhpur-342006 

34. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd,, 
Krishi Upaj Mandi Samiti. 

Sikar 


* 
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35. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

E-l 34, Indraprasth, 

Industrial Area, 

Kota-324005 

36. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Sheikhpura, Raja Bazaar, 

Patna-800014 

37. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Mirzanahat, 

Bhagalpur-812005 

38. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Near Prabhat Cinema, 

Muzaffarpur-842001 

39. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Market Y ard, Gulab Bagh, 

Purnia-854326 

40. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Sukhdev Nagar, Raatu Road, 

Ranchi-834005 

41. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Ramraj Modh, 

Near Andar Dhala, 

Siwan-841226 

42. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Court Compound, 

Samstipur-848101 

43. Area Office, 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

P.O& District Madhubani, 

Pin-847211 

44. Area Office. 

National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 

Shop No. 8, Housing Board Colony, 

Jharsa Road, 

Gurgaon-122001 

[No. 3-2/2002-Hindi Neeti] 
SATISH CHANDER, Jt. Secy. 

16^, 2003 

<ST.3tT. 2176.— 

Tpfcrfi % fair TPtPt) Pm 1976 % fWT 10 

(4) % A ^ ^ ^ 


STCPfa PtHfirlPtSKl 80% % 

■qt.aff. 

-TtT^-273016 (7J.S.) 

2. 

117t.TTg.-4, 

'Mkl'ifTC-121001 (#pn) 

3 . TT^fitt 

HI'WllH'h % *UhA, 

744104 

3ishiH irg PpPfaK 

4. 

At.3Tf. ^t.APAt ^T#5T, 

■qHTl-800014 (fa^TT) 

5. 

tflUdAT-345001 (TI*TT«tH) 

6. Ph^IIcR ' 

Tp^t f^oftra fwt, 

34 irg 35, MlA^ 

^TRT ctcT, iST^Tct IpAz, 

7j?5p ^t^-600032 

7. ^#4 (^A), 

AP-I6I/1, AtsniAPAs, 

chlc1 c bldl-700054 

8. stffa 

f^oftra PufH, 

ZlPPe fa Pm 
^h.TTH. fte, 

7jAl5TZt-78l007 

9 . 

u\\q PiMfl, 

5-10-193,' 

h'RicI, 'ifan^ t tt^i % 
t^Isn^-500004 

10. ftw irg btffeur Pi^ncPI, 

%^pq ti^t, APm 

^pRT-9 IT, I 


V 
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ii. 

12/^t, PlfbRT Tte, 
spjrmn 


12 . 


ft-iTnpT irej fn<viM^, 



W^-6, ^l^dl,3ft?Ttp!ch ^ 
%^-2, f^crll-110020 


13. muff ir^ fi ftmew , 

sMtp i< j i^i4) ppI'iviicp, 

83, PTieiql^ PrtF, 
PtTOT-462003 (rt.TT.) 

14. fPTOT -qp f%m, 

PPTP 

TOPI cTTTO, ^RT-395007 
(^jRTcT) 


IS. 


faWT TT?q 



58, wrfw qo <df^) xte, 
topt-is (wir) 


16. f#R TTc? lpf)TO 

58 TOTW^rtHfoxte, 
PP-PTPId^, P14^<-18 (TTPrPFT) 


17. top wtr, 

"Po'FTTt PWT WPFT, 
t-8/77, TTT^JR, fwnffe, 
RTW-482039 
TOPP^rt) 

18. TOP ^WR, 
pn pfw fw, 

TOP WWt TOP WPFT, 
TOTOR, TOW9002 3 (fppR) 

19. W TOTO WTO, 

WR, 

W1c[P-248009 ( dtlp^d) 

20. WTO TOP WTO, 

TWIlPt WWft TOP WTO, 
TOTWPT, TTTOI 18, 
eraW-226017 (PTRP^T) 


21 . 


TO-q ptotpp, 
top w tow fwTP 



fatw FTTTO, PFFJT-440001 


Wrw 


(Part II—SecJJ^I^ 

22. ?(Mp %T fatyRf %s£ ; 

R-156/W^WR, 

^^-751007 

v^slpi 

23. PlfWT fpTO 

TOT %PT, pfypq PPTeT, 

3TTTO PtPT, Plcip[di*700091 

24. PlfWT fpp>IR Pf£, 

tot%^, toIri, 

■rp~ 1 / 297 , pprrofl, 

^.W.Rt.fp#5T (15TR) 

TOftR-751015 

25. fPPT^ fppiRT fp^TTeRT, 

’ TO?t TO TT^ cfHl , 

rftWTTO, 26, t^STTfe, 

^4-600006 '^ u 

[t. 3-2/2000-%^ pffif) 

Wt^T WP, TOJPff Rfpq 

New Delhi, the 16th July, 2003 

S.O. 2176.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 
310 of the Official Language (Use for Official Purposes 
of the Union) Rule, 1976, the Central Government hereby 
notifies the following office under the control of the 
Department of Agriculture and Cooperation, Ministry of 
Agriculture, 80% staff whereof have acquired the working 
knowledge of Hindi: 

1 Central Integrated Pest Management Centre 
Khajni Road, 

Guraulli Bajurg. 

P.O. Chhaplya, 

Gorakhpur-273016 (UP.) 

2. Central Integrated Pest Management Centre 
Machinery Store Bhavvan, 

N.H.-4, 

Faridabad-121001 (Haryana). 

3. Central Integrated Pest Management Centre 
Opp. Govt. Higher Secondary School, 

Dignabad. Port Blair-744104 

Andaman & Nicobar. 

4. Plant Quarantine Centre. 

Jai Prakash Narayan International Airport. 

P.O.B.B V. College. 

Patna-800014 (Bihar) 
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5. Locust Warning Organisation, 

Near Geo Satellite Centre, 

Jaisalmer-345001, Rajasthan 

6. Regional Directorate, 

National Cooperative Development Corporation 
34 & 35, Garpient Complex, 

2nd floor. Institutional Estate, Guindi, 
Chennai-600032 

7. Regional Directorate (East), 

P-161/1, V.I.P. Road, 

(Fourth floor), 

Kolkata-700054 

8. Regional Directorate, 

Bora Service Station Building, 

G.S. Road, Ullubari, 

Guwahati -781007 

9. Regional Directorate, 

National Cooperative Development Corporation, 
5-10-193. HaakaBhawan, 

2nd floor. Opp. Public Garden. 
Hyderabad-500004 

10. Directorate of Marketing & Inspection, 

Kendriya Sadan, 6th floor, 

Sector-9A. Sub Office, 

Chandigarh 

11. Directorate of Marketing & Inspection, 

12/D Lovvrance Road Sub office. 

Amritsar 

12. Directorate of Marketing & Inspection, 
Regional Agmark Laboratory, 

W-6, Okhla Industrial Area, 

Plrase-2. New Delhi-110020 

13. Directorate of Marketing & Inspection, 
Regional Agmark Laboratory', 

83, Malviava Nagar, 

Bhopal-462003 (M.P.) 

14. Directorate of Marketing & Inspection. 

Cotton Classification Centre. 

Athwa Lines. 

Surat-395007 (Gujarat) 

15. Directorate of Marketing & Inspection. 
Regional Agmark Laboratory'. 

58. Mansingh Pura. Tonk Road. 

Jaipur-18 (Rajasthan) 

16. Directorate of Marketing & Inspection. 

58, Mansingh Pura. Tonk Road, 

Sub Office. 

Jaipur-18 (Rajasthan) 


17. Regional Institute, 

Institute of Cooperative Management, 

E-8/77, Shahpura, Trilanga Road, 

Bhopal-482039, (Madhya Pradesh) 

18. Regional Institute, 1 

Deep Narayan Singh, 

Institute of Regional Cooperative 
Management, Shastri Nagar, 

Patna 90023 (Bihar) 

19. Institute of Cooperative Management. 

Rajpur, 

■ Deliradoon-248009 (Uttranchal) 

20. Institute of Indira Gandhi Cooperative 
Management, 

Block-B, Sector 18, Rajajipuram, 

Lucknow-226017 (U.P.) 

21. Regional Office, 

Regional Bio Fertiliser Development Centre, 
Vidarbh Cricket Association Complex, 

Civil Lines, 

Nagpur-440001 (Maharashtra) 

22. Regional Bio Fertiliser Development Centre, 

A-156, Shaheed Nagar, 

Bhubaneswar-751007 (Orissa) 

23. Coconut Development Board. 

State Centre. West Bengal, 

Salt Lake. Kolkata-700091 

24. Coconut Development Board. 

State Centre. Orissa. 

N-1/297, Nayapally, 

ICR Village P.O. 

Bhubaneswar-751015 

25. Directorate of Tobacco Development, 

Shastri Bhawan Annexe III floor 

26. Haddows Road, 

J Chennai-600006 

[No. 3-2/2000-Hindi Neeti] 
SATISH CHANDER. Jt. Secy'. 

M 21 ^eTTi 2003 

2177 .—THTFH, ffh HsueFl, 
f^^TFT, TJST'TPIT (FNl % 5?!W=hld % 

fWTFT#, 1976 10 (4) % 

-Ff ^ * 

80 FT ^ 
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L WI (%R) — 

2 - (rwto^r) 

3. (^rfRpTf) 

4 - <4.ftffffi (rrtr) 

5 - ^ (r ^kt? ) 

6. 

7- ( ^FT-fe^) 

9- 3^<ni<i fyrHcil ( feRRlR 

[ WTT 13-2/2002-f^t] 

>ff^, 3RR Rfaq 

(Department of Agricultural Research & Education) 

New Delhi, the 21st July, 2003 

, n f ,t'°,w ?7 '~ In pursaance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Language (Use for Official Purpose of 
the Union) Rules. 1976, the Central Government, Ministry 
of Agriculture, Department of Agricultural Research & 
ducat ion hereby notifies the following regional centres 
of the Indian Agricultural Research Institute, ICAR where 
the percentage of Hindi knowing staff has gone above 

oO /o ! 


S.No. 

Regional Centre 

1 . 

Pusa (Bihar) 

2 . 

Indore (M.P.) 

3. 

Karnal (Haiyana) 

4. 

Kalinpong (West Bengal) 

5. 

Pune (Maharastra) 

6 , 

Ka train, Kulu Ghati (HP.) 

7, 

Dharwar (Karnataka) 

8 , 

Tutikand, Shimla (H.P.) 

9. 

Amartara Cottage, Shimla (H.P. ) 


[No. 13-2/2002-Hindi] 


M.C. CHAND, Under Secy 


M 17 2003 


2178.—^rr^STf^Trf^ (3^^^ 

atfqfom, 1971 (1971^140)tiro 3 sro 

^ ^ ^ ^ m, %=5 WTO TriinjRi fepr 

'*T^Tm > rrtt trrr sri 16 wr, 2000 ^ ^rff 

TJR. off, 128^f¥=TfeftRT^«H«B^t 

cnfer % oq^RR orffR^n ff ^ 2 

^ ^Rt RRfffn uffffcff % ^tR tr ft H fcll RRT ^ R5j 
' s n^ jr TT, ar«rft^: — 


SER offwff ^ 1 ^ 3 ^ 
TO ■'RRTR 


offRT/l<-$to ^ R-TPTfff Rffn 


" 2 * 

rU^cs TtfftRb (Rprffffr RfrR£, 3 tR 3T^r ffsRT 

%ReT8TffcT W ^Rfff^pr 

RRhImiii % ffVsRT 

C#5T RT fffRjff TR 7|^ 
Rfft *ffff, 


fj'htl cT^rr 3RR 3JT3R? [’’ 


Mt, R^T Rm 

■ ^-11, 3^-3 (ii) ff 

M%ct ^<SfM 3ff%R^rr ( fc^k 27 2001 

MINISTRY OF POWER 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2003 

, exercise of the powers conferred 

by Section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of 
Unauthorized Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971 ) the 
Central Government hereby makes the following 
amendments in the notification of the Government of India 
m the Ministry of Power No. S.O. 128. dated the 16th 
November, 2000 , namely :— 


In the said notification, below the Table, for serial 
number 2 and the entries relating thereto, the following 
shall be substituted, namely : 


S.No. Name and designation Categories of public 
of officer premises and local limits 

__ Of juris diction 

“2. Shri Ajay Kumar Jha, All lands, quarters. 

Senior Manager (Human estates, properties and 

Relations), Rihand other accommodations 

Super Thermal Power owned/leased and rented 

Project. by Rihand Super 

Thermal Power Project 
of National Thermal 
Power Corporation 
Ltd., at Post Office 
Rihand Nagar. District 
Sonebhadra Uttar 

___ Pradesh.” 


[F. No. 8/6/1992-Th. I) 
AJAY SHANKAR. Jt. Secy. 

F’ootnote: Principal notification published in the Gazette 
of India. Part II, Section 3. Sub-section (ii) 
dated the 27th January. 2(H) 1 , 
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( aM'MW 


M 24 *$m, 2003 

^ ^ ^ »m^Tq w* srfaRm, 1976 (1976 ^r60) jre ^ ^th^ 

(TO#* 1¥W, 1987 % WlRf % STJ^tf t 3TR W^T ^ tRtT^FTI t fa * ^ 3T ^ T ^ HNS ^ 

■qztffa] spTTXT T#TT ^R fa*FT 3 ^IW ^cTT TlRn ; 


3TCT: srfsiPm^t %TRT 36 ^ ^T^TRT (7 ) ^ ^ Tlf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

•*%?T, fwsft W, 3,^^^1-364515 (^TO) ^ fafafa TOST *T#T % ^T, kf <fa TO * PT ^TH ‘ ‘ ^ a:T1 -^R^ 

% (fa^ TJ^f ^T% ^$1 T R1 %) 3^R fa# ^faf? ^ 09/2003/67 ##3^fa^ f^Tl T f^T %, 37^RRRT 

MHl u lMhH TT^lfw ^hitTl % I 

wwfasrrfft^if) OTITlOfa.mtl 



^R, %^fa W*K ^ 3Tf^W ^ TO 36 *Jt ^T^TO ( 12 ) W ^ ^ ^ ^ 

srfasRR wm 500TTR ■R 50 fa.TTT. %'faR t 3 tR fwm faf-infa lqPiHTen srcT3Wfa-sRI, 

^TRTT t fa*T$ ar^Ttfer TOcl Wrt fqPl^fa fa*TT T RT11 ^,...^1 

[Tpt. U T3 c^T?»T-21(141 )/2001 J 

Rt.TT. ^TFjra, P^W, fafa*> TO fa#H 


2022 Gl/03—6 
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MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

New Delhi , the 24th July, 2003 


.o. 2179.—Whereas Ibe Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that (lie Model described in the said report (sec the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act. 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
pproval ol Models) Rules. 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period of sustained use and 
to render accurate serv ice under varied conditions: 


Nmv - thcrlorc ' 111 cxer cisc of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
3ov eminent hereby publishes the certificate ol approval of the Model of counter machine (herein referred to as the said 
model) with biand name NIS , manufactured by M/s. New India Scale, Shivaji Nagar, 3, Savarkundla-364515 (Gujarat) 
and which is assigned the approval mark IND/O9/2003/67; 

The said Model (see the figure) is counter machine working on the principle of beam with maximum capacity of 
10 kg J 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the said section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this cert ill cate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 500g to 50kg, 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with 
w hich, the approved Model has been manufactured. 


IF. No. WM-21 (141)/2001] 
P.A. K R i S UN AMOORTH Y. Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ fe#, 24 2003 

R7T.3ir, 2180 RR3FR ^FTf, fa%cT RTfawf SRT ^ TTRTR Rt f^R RR^ % RF RRTRH Ft RRT t 

31Tf^^') W3^RTRRnR7 3Tf?#RR, 1976 ( 1976 RR 60) (TRTRR cT«TT RTR RTR^F 
(HIScrif RR faRR, 1987 % RRRRf % STjeR f aftc^R RTcT R>t RRTRRT f f% MMKIft RRRT arqfR ‘3^T HISC1 

RRT*ffn RRTR <.<s}‘ii afa fRf^RR hRI^-RRI'R sh^ki Rqi y^H RRtTT <^ J il ; 

■3RT: 3TR %r(|R R{R>K -ScKl aTRlPiRH R^t RRT 36 'SRRRT (7) ?RT RRR ^ifRclRl RTf y4l'l RRR ^FRT Minin , 
f?IRWl R*R, RRR5^5eTT-364515 (ipTO) £Rt faftRlcI RRJZT R#T RTF RT5RT ^RR 3RS RT^T R^T RRT t) afa f^ 
ai^it^T 1%?f arr^ RR ^/09/2003/49 RR^%R fRJRT RRT t, aRpftRt RRTRRR M^lRm R7RTT f ; 

■s^TRf^er (an^r^f) tfr^'ri^ rttN” t i wr^ arfRRRR mt n lOfeiT. t afftRts rtf rtr * * <+>1^011 



afa, %r$r r*rr -asa rir 3 r^» ( 12) 5*1 ym w- *ri*t^ p, r$ tfarasRT rtspt % 

W a^R^ . RR FJTRR % RRl ^ W&l ? RR <RIPOTr ^ 't<R 'SWT "4 frpwft STfattR SR7IT 

500 R7R ^ 50 'fein. ^ ^T$t aft fawr WtrNRR t^R??ff5T §H?TYR? f&JJR^ aftRRT RTRlH TT ftw 3|Knt 

ar^^T RRWRiT ftfRRfa fRTRT RRT11 

[TO. *?„ W^Tpt-21 (192 )/2001 ] 


Rt. V,. 'arer.^RT, PRTTI^, faWR 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2180.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority,' is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (See the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therfore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine (herein referred to as the 
model), manufactured by M/s Gopal Scale, Shivaji Nagar, Savarkundla-364515.(Gujarat) and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/2003/49; 

The said Model (see the figure) is “counter machine”. The maximum capacity is 10kg with brand name 

'Kaveri'. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the said section, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 
5 t)0g to 50kg. manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with 
the same materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

|F. No. WM-21 (192)/2001] 
P.A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 







[qmii—•qg3(»)] 
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M ferft, 24 2003 

^ Ml4 if^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ™ ^ 1976 (1976 ^ 6 °1 ™ "Tir ^ 'OlZ 

^®Tf«faT ®HT^ T^Ml •STR f^tf^Rf ^ <iH ctHC11 

m . ot, OTWT <PRT afqfWT ^ >TO 36 *1 OTTO (7 ) gTO ^ *£*Pff *■ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

. fl^W.^TOWai-364515 ftpiTO) *■" *** 

w ifissi (^ ) Tf* ^ *1 ^t aiftpRw W s fern 1 1 



^ „% ^pfa, *«***#**. wh. «*< SSKSi 

■3cRT ^>1 f^rfRTT 7 ! T TRT % I 

[tr.U *5^T?l-21 (166 )/2002] 

Tft. t^. ■f^tftr^ ^fTq 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2181.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is. satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976(60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therfore, in exercise of the pow ers conferred by Sub-section (7) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Mode! of Counter Machine with brand name "Venus Ind” 
(herein referred to as the model) Manufactured by M/s Venus Industries, 9, Shivaji Nagar, Savarkundia-364515 (Gujarat) 
and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/03/46; 

The said Model (see the figure) is Counter Machine. The Maximum capacity is 5 kg. 




Further, in exercise of the powers conferred,by Sub-section (12) of the said section the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall also cover the w eighing instruments of similar make, 
accuracy and performance of same series with capacity ranging from 500g to 50kg. manufactured by tire same manufacturer 
in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials w ith which, the approved Model has been 
manufactured. 


(F.No. WM-21 (166)/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 





^S3(ii)] 


: wm 2, 2003/3fm 11 , 1925 
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M 24 RJrttf, 2003 

^T.3TT. 2182.—%^ Wm R>T, fafccT RTTR^Rt RR RRRT TCRtR RT fRRR RTRt % R?RT^ RF RRT t 

f%^f^3Rf*>RTRT5cT 371^#^) RT5 3?R RN RffRT arfaftRR, 1976 ( 1976 60) cT«TT RTR RRT RTR RFT3F 

(■RTScff Rrt a ^to ) fWT, 1987 % 7RTRRT % aTJIRR % 3?R RT<T RHTRFfT % f% cRTRTR RRRI R*t ST^fa 3 st ^TRT^cT 
RRTsfar RRT^ T#TI afR Wr Rfrf^RTf *¥ anyro 3JRR rrttt #01 ; 


3RT:, 3T^ ; 7R7ER WT arfRpRTR #t *1RT 36 3RRRT ( 7 ) afR 13WR ( 8 ) ‘gRT TlfRcT# RTT RRtR Wt 
t#R RR q - ’ j'fr’frRR , BT5R^R^TT-364515 ( 7 pRRt) ^RT P=1 ThTh rl % nisei R>T., f#R% 

^rrs^jTRR“ RRbd’’ t (PrRH?R iRi3RRRr^R^ 7 T E rTt') a#f#i appRo PR;?ap^ ro#/o 9/2003/24 
fen t pti t, app#o wm wfRo rr# 1 1 

Trf^eT (rHI## 3TTf#f^#’) <+>1 i<i{ R#=T 11 a?TWTR ^RrfT 10 RrTTT. fl 



3tR fUR>K 3##RR R7t RRT 36 R^t 3RRRT (12 ) £RT RR7T VlPwRl’ RH Rom R# fO. RR RTW RRRf t fa 

RRcf TTHSTeT % ^Ff aRpffRR RRTRRR % 3RRTR, ^3# *f3cTT % R# RR7 RRTRRT 3TR WRTffT RTH RR RTePT an^l # #1 
aifR^dH 2RRTT 500 RTH ^ 50 fRxTTI. %#T'^' 1? afR f^RRiT PlPlHp J l ’3# P^PinlcTI IJRT R# f#£FR, f^RTipT apR 3# ■HIHnl ^ "NrH 
RTIRT f PdR^ ai^M'lKr! Hl-5<r1 R0 fqPl^TR f^RIRRlt I 


[R5T.R. W^RR-21 ( 246 )/2001 ] 
Rp R. Pl^l^j fRTRR>' HH fR^TH 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2182.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions ofilic Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to rendot accurate sendee under varied conditions ; 

Now : therfore. in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, .the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine (herein 
referred to as the said model) with brand name SHREEFAL' manufactured by M/s Luhar Mohan Vir Scale Manufacturer, 
Dhobi Street Savarkundla-364515 (Gujatat) and also assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/24; 

The said Model (see the figure g ven below) is counter machine with maximum capacity of 10kg. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that tins certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 500g to 50kg, 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with 
which, the said approved Model lias been manufactured. 

IF.No. WM-21 (246)72001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 




[*1FTII—T5T5 3(ii)] 


WR : 3TR<r 2, 2003/?Tm 11, 1925 
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I 

^ 24 2003 

^>T.37T. 2183.—*H<+>K RR, f^%ft yifWI'O ?RT 3H31R fPM RT f^RR °F>T^ % ift RRT t % 

- 3 ^ -ftr^ ^frifa -RT5R (#^ ^ ^ 3 TFJT% ^if) W 3^k RTR •RRR* 1976 ( 1976 RR 60) TT*TT ^ W^TTR TO 

( HlSdf «FT 3T^iTt^) fWT, 1987 % RR^jqf % t 3|(^1M Rft'WRRT t 1 % cimiqk "R *ft "3^T *ii«n 

rstt4ctt ^piu; t&rt 3frr Wrr qftfeqM 3 w rrctt ; 

STR: ^%^fm7T^KR^T 3Tf*TmR Rp RKT 36 R^WIRT (7) ^TOTPTR *iP*t 41' ^ i^iRUVi^i 

5 <3 ^Ph4h fdPH^-s , ti-5 $gp^d dicwk i fte, crerrs-226001 sro faPtf4'd ^^r«rr«f?n (w^far 2 )^ ‘ ‘^Ri^ 
7%R901 ” »j?fRT%FRJ: 7JRRT, W-cHlPdd, 3TR^ TgH ^#cT citcR ^WI ( ^d^l4 W7) %'RT^R^1, P*^ s3rf5RjT RTR 
“TT^” t (f^ 'RfRT^'RtSR R^T RRl t) #1 pRpt 3RJ%R 3U$ RR ^t/09/2002/140 ^H^P-id 7 TRT t, 

sppftRR y h 1 u i m d Wlf^TR RRRt ^ I 

RRR "RT5R (3wfR^‘) RK 3TT«nlTcT cftcTR RRROT t 240 %TTT. ^ ^RcTR W 1 felt. 

11 TTfRTRR R I R RTR ■3pcRTR (^) RR RTR 20 RW11^ 37TtR^R'#R t W\ 3ffo?RT ^m^RRTO «n% sn^^TR 

q*TTR f1 R^TTT -mfe ^FTTS (txR i ^t) cftcTR t ffP°TTR RR^fa RRRT11 230 50 TT^f ycHiqal RTCT PR^R 

R7RR RT ^i4 RFRRT % I 

fltfdH ; ^d l fixp1 t&Z Rit TTtd RR% % RIR, -nlfclM RRRIJ^ ls TR^Rr % PrlM, WfR 7ltd% 7l <W‘^ % RR ^ ^ ' 3TI ^ ^ 1 



3pf7 ; %Rfm TTl^KRRR ^TRT 36 RWTT (12) "gRT^ ^^ ^TTRFRtW <^ <d11 fe R RR % 

3frr ^hi^rr Rtr tJ^ rRh rt #t f-uRn ^rfv^aH 

so %. Tim ^ sfc soo fttm feansR^^wrat^ftwr^mt 

^ ^^dR I 5d RR P^RWlP^ RR!%,^ P^^NH R I RR H3TOR (^) 2 m RH%f^ 50 0^50 0 ^ 

^^^tTWrfsPTOT'^^Tqm x 10 % , 2 x 10*RT5 x 10 % f l^f *%’ %RKTO RT ^«iiw<=»» ^ t RT ^ * ‘ 

[•R5T.U^^^-2l(l5)/99] 

'Tfl Ti. ^Wfjpt, fR^lR>, f^rfTO ■RTR P^TTR 


2022 Gl/03—7 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : AUGUST 2, 2003/SRAVANA 11 , 1925 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2183.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authonty. !S satisfied that the Model described in the sari report (See the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval ol Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therfore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of the self-indicating, non-automatic, (Platform 
type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “Smart Scale 901” series of High accuracv (Accuracy' class II) and 
with brand name "Rite” (herein referred to as the Model), manufactured by M/s. Encardio-Rite Electronics Private Ltd, 
A-5. Industrial Estate. Talkatora Road, Lucknow-226001 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2002/140; 

The said Model (see the figure) is a load cell based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 240kg 
and minimum capacity of 1kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 20g. It has a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive 
retained tare ef fect The Light Emitting Diode display indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 
volts and 50-Hertz alternate current power supply. 

Sealing I a add il ion to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall be done to prevent opening of the machine for fraudulent 

practices. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the said section, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall also cover the weighing instruments of similar make, 
accuracy and performance and of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 50kg and upto 500kgand with 
number of verification scale interval(n) in the range of 500 to 50,000 for e' value of 2g or more and with "e T value 
I 10 k . 2 * 10’ . or 5 x 10 k . k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the approved 
model has been manufactured. 


[F.No. WM-21 (15)/99J 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 



[Will—TO3(ii)] 


W^TTT^m : 3TW 2, 2003/9im 11, 1925 
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M 24 2003 


cFT.3TT. 2184 .— 

<3[<5Rf "*¥ ^ffalTI TTT^I ( ^ 7 T^ ■3TT^f^ ^TN ^TH^* ^rfaf^FTH, 1976 (1976 ^160) MTOWIHW^IIW 

(TTT^f 3T^TT) fWT, 1987 f^eFTTcfR^T^^T^' Misd 

^T«fT«faT «RTtT T^TT 3?ft faP*M 4Rf^fcl4l" 3 yqi4 ^<<11 T^TT ; 


3m: (7) ^TO^^ ^ ^ ^ 

5, 364515 (^RKT) gKT PqRP4d 443.U <^^‘* Wh” 

f ^^^^^2003/39 

WTO y<=blR;ia ^6Tcft f ; 


mg cf (sn^fn ^df) “^['3Zi 11 3#7^Km io Pp.ttt. 11 



zfc, TVcm arfaPm. ^t wra (12) m ^ *rtf *a ™ ^ wl tfen rar 

%^rwm%cffcFm, Ifsiun%^to. wfarafc«mwr ^ ^34sm Htmr^ srftoim 

^ 5Q0 ^ ^ 50 fajn. % 3 13fk Psr^i m**! ^ ftrmfm sro irat fte^L ^ tj# *rot 3 T^hI *im t 

f^TO ST^RifaT TTTScJ =6T PiPih 1 u I fav^i ^toi t \ 

[m*f. ir^Jcni-21 ( 26 )/2002 ] 
fftfr ^oiFJfftf, fafto T TT T 1 fallH 
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New Delhi, the 24th July. 2003 

S ; 0. 2184 —-Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
au lonty. is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
prox tsions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 

ppren al of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy’ over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine (herein referred to as the said 
Model) with brand name "CAPTION" manufactured by M/s Jaydeep Scale Co.. Devla Gate. Krashna Polte No 5 
e>a\ arkundla-364o 1 a (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/2003/39; 

Tine said Model (see the figure) is "counter machine”. The maximum capacity’ is 10 kg. 



Pun her in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the said section, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall also cover the weighing instruments of similar make, 
accuracy and performance of same scries with maximum capacity' in the range of 500g to 50kg, manufactured by the 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which the said 
approved Model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21 (26)/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metre'o. y 


['nil-'^hs3(ii)] 


iTRfl ; SFTSfi 2, 2003/^1^^ 11, 1925 
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^ fa?#, 24 2003 

titipta ^ 7«m afa »R -qftfeifW * ^nyra ^^ ^ 

fln^^f^n-36«i5 (Tpror) V* ^W* 1 * 

(M^fOTTOWKlt) afcfctf 09/2003/85 

Wtt; 

^ xn^ (4^ ^ ^ ^ 5 % 1 



w „tSw wta ^ IT^^JSSIS 

f fa*# ^T srmtfer ■fTTScT ^T fafanM tol TpTT 11 


[To ^^TTT?- 21(120) /2002 ] 

-tft.TJ. -4>«J||^fcf, fi<fa^, faf#^ TIFT Pq?lH 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

authority'^^aUsfi^'rM^l T T^tT " ,e Kp ° n Submi,,ed ,0 « *«■» Probed 

Provisions of (he Standards of Weights and Measures Act 1976f60tf ?,'T b ^'°“' ) IS ln conformit y with the 

(Approval of Models) Rules 1987 and 1 he saTd m^el ; it "f S,andards of Weights and Measures 

and to render accurate senace undersaned"ns *'° ‘' S ^ *** of -stained use 

Savarkundla-364515 (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/85; y ’ vaJlNagar ' 

capacity If 5 kg' **** ( “ 8 ' Ve " bdo " ) iS “ unter ™^ngon ihe pnnciplc ofbeam with maxi™™ 



Further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act the Central 
Govcrninem hereby declares,ha, this certificate of approval ofthesaid model shall also cover the we.ghmg 

v ‘a!, , m<ikC ' ‘‘“ uracy a,ld P er f° rma nce of same series with maximum capacity from 500 g to SO kg manufactured 


[F. No. WM-21(120)/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 












['HFT II—*sh£3(ii)] 
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2, 2003/^1^ 11, 1925 
^ ftwft, 24 ^cni 2003 

218 6. —3TTf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

*wfWli**rf% WT 1976 (1976 ^T 60) c^T TO cT^T TO TO*T 

f^m, 1987 %^^ ^ ^ WT 

wafar ^ttit T#m afft Wft 3 ^ w t^ht ; 

3TCT: 4^ WTO ^arf^TO^TO 36 T^KT (7) afr[1HTO (8) ^TTT ^^ FTf ^T^T^ ^ 

^K *0*U ^M l d -q^cT^% WT%, f?mT# W, ^iq^^efl-364515 ( J i^Ul4) £TO faftffo ^iw h*?H % Htsn 

fiM^f^ RT f^T 7FTT t, MTO y=wRfia -=r><o11 ; 

^?TTOcT (^■^ T rf sn^fn^f) ^^T3ZT wft 11 w iofcn. 11 



3frr 

^37f^^500TO^50fcn.^«^f^^^ 

* fcmT tot t ftrcm w 3^Ttf^ WT ^T fafrm tar ^ti 


[m^T. ^®e^^-21(301 )/2002] 
■qt.ii. ^njii^, t tt t t ^ih 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2186. Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate sendee under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine (herein 
referred to as the said model) manufactured by M/s. Luhar Jiva Gopal & Co.. Opp. Patevvadi, Shivaji Nagar, Savarkundla- 
364515 (Gujarat) with brand name “Jiva Gopal & Co.” and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/104; 

The said Model (see the figure given below) is a counter machine with maximum capacity of 10 kg. 



Further, m exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the mechanical counter 
machines of similar make, accuracy and performance of the same series with capacity ranging from 500 g to 50 Jcg. 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with 
which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(301 )/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology' 



[■HFTII—sfe 3 (ii)] 


RR<TRHTTTO : 3 RRR 2 , 2003 /m°I 11 , 1925 
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M 24 2003 

^T.37T. 2187.—^ 

-&R frfti 4 RTScI (Rt^^t 7 ^ STTffiT ^0f) R1R #tRTRRff^atft#TCR,‘1976 (1976 ^T 60) <T*n W ’ (T*»T RTR RRW 
(*ms#' ^T 3T3*to) fw?, 1987 % RRRRf % 3TJFR % 44 ^R RTcT ^ 11TOI t fe dMIclK RRTR ^ 3TRf%T 4f W RTScT 
■^T^rr^TTT oRTT* «^MI 3TR f^rf^F^T yRR^fRl^l 4 34^44 Rc|| yr:M ^RcTT T^Rl ; 

3RT: sm %Rfc? 3 RtT STfafRRR Rrt %TRI 36 4t RRRRT (7 ) 'SRT Ki( Vlfal4f RH RRIR RR?I 4 r 4 f^TT 7%RT 
S's^jfai, (^sRra) ^kt faWn Rife <*ii<u w % ^rr^Fr ^r, fer% fe R7 rtr ' ‘ wrr js .’’ 

t (fefe'RT^TTORRTt) feffe^HKH f^TT -3TTt xpr 09/2003/78 W^RRT fell RRT %, 3^Hfe MR Mm JWilfifRI 
RRcft 4; 

RTScT (3TT^f?T fe) RRT eblirU #( i t ^rferm qm\ T10 fen. 11 



34t, feftR TRRiR w 3?fafeR R7) RRT 36 R7l"3WTT (12) URT Slfeit RH ifel RRR ^ RF 4tW RRal t f% 
HISd % d T^4tC4 1RTTO % fetcT. %TR#fe, RRlfe 3TR WWl RTc4 44) H*l)4 4) el41 4t 

500 RTR 4 50 fRT.RT. RTftR 41 3?R faw ffeRTR Z%\ faMdl £RT Z%\ felRT. fe fel RTRsfi 4 fen ^TmT t Rhm4 

3T^Hlf^ RT5RT R5T f4feW felT RRT 11 

[R^T.U ■^F^RR-2l(310)/2002] 
■qt.TT. , RfeFn, faffe RTR fenR 

«r 

2022 GI/03—8 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2187.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority., is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and die Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now . therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (7) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of mechanical Counter Machine 
(herein refer red to as the Model) with brand name “Krishna Scale Ind.” Manufactured by M/s Krishna Scale Industries, 
Shivaji Nagar. Savarkundla (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/78; 

The said Model (see the figure) is a counter machine with maximum capacity is 10 kg. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of the said Section 36, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall also cover the mechanical counter machine of similar 
make, accuracy and performance with in the range of 500g to 50kg, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with w'hich. the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(310)/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 






[W\ II—'STS3(ii)] 


RR<TFTTF5m : 3RRR 2, 2003/m^l 11, 1925 
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^ f^eft, 24 2003 

FT.3JT. 2188.— *kFK FT, fR%(T Wlfqqml FIT <Rt TT^T RmI<1 X R RlRK F^i % RRTTFPT^ ' r T c TT"t fF 

"3FT RmU if "Sd^Rr (iti it R? 31p|7T?f RTC 3TR 4N HHF arfilRiqH, 1976 (1976 FT 60) RFT RR cT^TT RTR 
(Hl^dT FT 3RJ%R) fw?, 1987 % ^TRRt % f 3?R W RTcT Ft ^BTO t fF RTRTcTR RRtR ^ 3R*fa i’ *ft 3FF RT5?5T 

RFTRRT RRTTT TT^TT afR fcrf^FT ■qfrfFlRFTT R SRRF! RRT RRTR FRTT 7?RT ; 

3R: srrtfr -&m arRrmqRi rrt 36 Ft ^trrt C 7 ) fr^trrt (8) srt rsr viRkiif ftrr)rft3^ 
RrtR g^R RTF^t RFR^ft TTU^ RR, Rrqi41 RRI, RTF[gP*5?n-364515 (tpRTcT) £RT faRlRRf Fifa'F FI3-i< R#=T % TOct FT, 
f^RT%RTCFTRTR ^1^41" t (RFT RT5RT FF RRT t) 3?R fsfi cHjRlFT f^T 3TT? TJR it/09/2003/80 

TRT^fel fFRT RRT t, 3RfRFT 3TRFTRR y^tRld FRft t; 

'iqq nisei (it R^ <J<s) ) ijet> RTfRF qii-icH H^fl’i % l arfRFRR SJRRT 10 Rh.RT. % I 



3?ft, RRFr; RFT 3#rfiRR Ft RR. 36 *RRR! ( '2 ) FR TPW ?rfFPff FT RRtR FS$ p? RR RtW wt t % 
■^T H l Sfl %"5^? aTJRtRR x41°nq % SHTRcT, '3TRT RF. ~m rfei '■ •• I- RRR W ; -' RRR %TT Tftr-P W ’It 1 mR> fvjRFt 3Tfti««n*i $RUT 
500 RTR ^ ?•'■ fF.RT. Fttrnif% sftr f^RFT WiRfa 3Rtt fS?f=TRlRT 5TO ^ %3^ : ^R Wl BRnft % 1%RI "^IRIT % 

■^T a^MlfF RT5cT FT f¥RRFT fFRT RRT11 

T R>T.R. iS^jqfR-21 (18 )/2002 ] 

it, % WlF RTR faSTR 
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New Delhi, the 24th July. 2003 

S.O. 2188.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
prov isions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period of sustained use art(| 
to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of mechanical counter 
machine (herein referred to as the said Model) with brand name L. Nanji Jadavji’ manufactured by M/s. Luhar Nanji 
Jadavji & Sons. Shivaji Nagar, Savarkundla-364515 (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/2003/80; 

The said Model (see the figure given below) is a mechanical counter machine with maximum capacity of 10 kg. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred bv Sub-section (12) of the Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval ofthe said model shall also cover the mechanical of similar 
make, accuracy and performance with the maximum capacity in the range of 500 g to 50 kg. manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(l8)/2002} 
P. A. KRISHN AMOORTHY. D [rector of Legal Metreim. 







‘OTCO^TTPm : 3FRF0 2, 2003/*W4 11, 1925 


5435 


M ftcrft, 24 2003 

2189.—%=sffa WRTC °RT, f^fc Hlfaehlfl 5RT ^ 5T^T ft# T R f^POR Wt % H^iq^ R? W1H# RRT t % 
"S^RT ftqti qfold H I 5c1 (rHJ # T I^ 30<£>fc1 ^ ) RTC 3 tU RTR HH'ti 3TfR[#H, 1976 (1976 ^RT 60) Tt»H RTH Hl9 Hll'h 
( HlS ' eff oRT ) Pm, 1987 % 3T^7t 3# W RTt RHRHT t fe ci'linK RRtO 3*#^^' # hisci 

■qanstcn ROTR #Rn aftt ffe #0T KH RR01 #01 ; 

3RT: 3R %#fa RR=RR ^1 3rf#WT #f RKT 36 "3W11 ( 7 ) 3TR ^ORKT (8 ) "gRT TRRT RO M#0 R# 

^3#R?fh(UT.) fa., Wt 405,#KR23, RRpOTM21005 5RT RfftfacT # ^ %#/401/2001 ’ f$1>m ^ W: RRO 
■Rif# (^T RW) % HlSd ^RT, P*R# #5T R>T RTO “3## % (faRT^RO 3<*l HlStrl ^5?1 M’MI t) 3# faR 3 ^h# 0 f^ ^ 
^t/09/03/90 %RT "ROT t, ^jHV.4 WPW? R#t 11 



^T'RT^cn^ReRT: RT*T*fafa (RPT' t £CSR) t I ^R^3#|eRm W 500 UT. SmTcTT 20 UT. RT hRmim 

^ 45 #0 fine RT RR# t 3# 230 #?? 3# 50 ^ WJR?# rm f^T W RT -5RF* Wt t1 

[•^.U'5^^-21(85)/2001] 
#.TI. RTrojFJ#, fafa^7, T fT t T f®RTH 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2189.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
( pprov al of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of automatic filling machine 
(Cup Filler) of'AMP/P/401/2001 scries with brand name “Auro” (herein referred teas the said model) manufactured 
by M/s Aura Machine (P) Ltd... Plot No. 405. Sector 23, Faridabad-121005 and which is assigned the approval mark 



The said Model is an automatic filling machine (Cup Filler). Its maximum capacity is 500g and minimum 
capacity is 20g or equivalent volume. The machine is designed for filling non-free flowing products such as milk 
powder, coffee, tea powder and salt. It can fill 45 fills per minute and it operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hz alternate 
current powder supply. 

[F. No. WM-21 (85)/2001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 





[MFTII—^3(ii)] 


5437 


2, 2003/9FFFT 11, 1925 


M ferft, 24 ^cTT t 2003 

7frT,3ff. 2190.— 4U<*>H ^T, fife ^ifwd ^RT 7K* TK?[ff ^ ^ ^ 

1776 (1976 ^60)^^3^^^ 

(WTf^T^T^T) fWT, -qt^TOcT 

■qqp^m ^RTTT 7#TT 3lk WpT 3 <JM^ T^T ^TTT 7^71 : 

^ - ^R ^m 3Tfi#m 36 3WT (7) 3tlWTO (8) ^ ^ 17%T ^ ^ 

(*f.) fa, 405, ^37 23, ^1^ -121005 {TTT WMcT " T**^201/2001 ” ^cTr^T^^T 

T^ist 09/03/91.TR^fTTcT tol wt, a^Tt^T WTOWt 11 



a^^#T (iw^) 11 *W* ar^R W 200 TH. ^ 

fi^Z MT TT^cft t 3Tk ^ 230 ^tc3 afr[ 50 ^ vm<*3 *TT7T fa^cl OTt ^ ^ Wt 11 


[mTT. ^^^-21 ( 85 )/2001 ] 
"Tt. TT. 4-,«JIf^f^, W^h=h, fafa^ ^fN fq^lH 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2190 —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
author,•>. is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
pro\ isions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights andMeasurek 
Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period of sustained use aS 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 

(Pi"r^FmeTlorSlpAMl 1 ™?! PUbh o K ,he “ r,lflca,e of a PP roval ofthe of automatic filling machine 
(Piston I'Her) of AMP/LQO WOO series with brand name “Auro” (herein referred toas the said model), manufactured 

mDAW 03 / r °l d me td ’ 01 N ° 4 ° 5, Sect0r 23, Fandaba d-12l005 and which is assigned the approval mark 



r ho said Model is an automatic filling machine (Piston Filler). Its maximum capacity is 200g and minimum 
capacity is o g or equivalent volume. The machine is designed for filling free flowing products such as water, ketchup, 

shampoo, oil. 2 T oil etc. It can fill 45 nils per minute and it operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hz alternate current power 
supply 


[F. No. WM-21(85)/2001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 








"HTTcT ^ TT^m : 3 PTRT 2 , 2003 / 9 IRF I T i -\ t 1925 


5439 


%cft, 24 'SJeni 2003 

^JT.3ir. 2191.—7TPFK ^FT, Rfc mf^Tft ^RT ^ ft^ PT fen TTHTOFT ^ T R1 % Rfl 

^fcT fP7t£ 3 ^f*fa HTScT (■=#% ^ T Tf 3TT^f?T ^f) W sftr RF? RFRT STfaffap, 1976 (1976 ^T 60) tT«TT W tT«TT TTR PPRT 
(*nseif ^T ^Hkd) fw?, 1987 % 3*1^ % f^WH^ ^T^tT^PTT t % cRfTIR TRW 3Rffa *ft^TPF5cT 
^TSTIsRtT “MIM, T^TT 3^7 fq[R~i vRRr^fd'wf Pi TlRT TT^FT 7 s? Ml : 

3PT: 77RRR -&FI 3Tfafwi ^ ^RT 36 ^ 7RRRT (7) sfc WTRI (8) SRI T^rT ViRwmI %T TRW ^ ^r 

spftcft UI*K$ u £c1l-364515 (^Md) &RT MmRRi WZT R#T % RTScT ^T, sRS ^T ‘MPT 

5S*£W f (fa^^tf^TRIScf wwt) 3^7 3Fpfe fm 3TT^ TpT "St 09/2003/34 HP^Vld f^RT RRT t, 
3ppikM TRRFR ^iRld f I 

^cT RT5cI (^ STTffcT $£f) ^ W37 R#M f I SW$\ 3lfe?P? W 10 %. TIT. f I 



stR, tr^tt srfafwrmu36 ^^tokt ( 12 ) wttfor 

^?T Ml-Scl %TRT 3FJMppT TRFRR% SRPtrT, '3Bt ^Ocll %TRt ^>, RSlf^FTT 37 S R MMMMkdd RTFl T^t dlcH <5 , -l c h< u l *ft §1^ f^PT^t 
3Tfe7FT ^PTcTT 500 HI. PT 50%. TIT. t 3^7 Rli^l 1 ¥mhH 37ft fa M 711 fTTSRI, 3^ ^ 77mTTt 7t faRT 

*m t 373 *^ rtsct ^t fafanH w 11 


2022 G1/03—9 


[-'FI. 71. ^^J..TTP-21(182)/2001] 
pt. % fd^lM?, "MR fw 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2191.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval ol Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine (herein 
referred to as the said model) with brand name ‘GRAVITY INDUSTRIES’, manufactured by M/s. Gravity Industries, 
Anireli Road. Savarkundla-364515 (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/34: 

The said Model (See the figure given below) is a counter machine. The maximum capacity is 10 Kg. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 500 g to 50 kg. 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with 
which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(182)/2001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 


[ RFT II—1ST5 3( ii) ] 


'‘TTOT ^FTTI^m : 3 TW 2, 2003 / 9 fFWT 11 , 1925 


5441 


M felt, 24 £ 2003 


^T.3ir. 2192. — 'W14 fa fed Tnfqwtt £RT TFRpT ffafe: RI farRTT wfa % MV^Tcl, ^ URTOH £t ^TRI % fw 

ffe "A qfefa HiS<i (iR £t 3TT^f ^) «HZ 3Tk RTR ll’l'h arfaf-faH, 1976 (1976 W 60) cT«TT RR cT^TT RTR HH*> 
(■RTfef W3Rjfe) ffe 1987 % % 31^q f affe RT?T Rlt RRFRT f % RRRTT R%T afe ‘^RT T TT^T 

W*faT «PTTTT Tfe atfc tfatfe Rftfetf $ Tlfl fe RRR WRIT fel ; 


«RT: 3TR %fel -3TmfWT ^ RRT 36 Rit W4RT (7) TTfe^f W 

Rfiqiofl 'I'K, TTT^Tfn^n-364515 ('J^KId) £KT fafafe W<R1 wH %RF5RT W, fe% «iT£RTR " ■ 

% (f^ret HI-SCI =t>5l 7 TRT %) 3trr fcpA afelc^ f^ 3Tf^ TT^ ^t/09/2003/77 TFT^f?RT favdl RRT %, 3RJR^T '5FTFPT5f 

swfe wtti 



^■RT^T (fe £fe 3TTfe ^ ) RW W3<H R#T t I 3Tfe7TR ^FTcTT 10 %. RT. t I 



afrc, %fe rtctW'swu ( 12 ) sraRCtf^rferf w fei >fefR, rs#trt feit i%^ rts^t %w 
•sppfer yni'JN^ % afer, 3*ftfe, w«im afo otric-p? fefe *twiri r! 500 m 3 50 fw m ^*r3 i 
afn: few fcr^fe 3 rt faffen srt fere, fan tt# =RiRm ~A fer ^nm t fcfe sppftfta w fe fefr j fer 

t t=tt% 1 


'CWM. "^^ ■q^-21( 14)/2002] 
RS, t?, -fetW, Ww» -RTR fePt 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

2192.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976(60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval ol Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate service under varied conditions ; 

Now. t hcrforc. in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) of section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Go\ ei ninent hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine (herein referred to as the 
stud model), with brand name ‘Savarkundla Scale', manufactured by M/s. Savarkundla Scale.Shivaji Nagar. Savarkundla- 
3645 i 5 {Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/77. 

■ llc Model (See the figure) is a counter machine with maximum capacity- of 10 Kg. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the said section, the Central Government 
liercbv declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments of similar 
make, accuracy and performane in the range ol 500 g to 50 kg, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with die same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

IF. No. WM-21(14)/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 




[*IFT \\—WS 3.(ii)] 


3TOT2, 2003/^T^T 11, 1925 


5443 


^ ft^rft, 24 *[cn£ 2003 

cFT.3ff. 2193.—ftrft 7 ? M<<*R ^1, ftfe £RI 3ft TTRJ7T ftft£ RT fft^R % H^Kl, W TIMTOR ft TR.i t 

(ftft ft ^ 3fFfftf ftft) ftft RN *TTW 1976 (1976 ^160) <T«H W TT*U ^TT-RFF1) 

( HlS<ft ^51 Pi'MM, 1987 % % ftr ^TcT ftt ft Hill'll % 1% d'lftTR hmIm ftt ft ’ft HI SCI 

^«nft?TT «HTTi TSfMT ftft fftfftR MRlwPlftf ft* <sh^=ki ft^T 3T^R ^RTT ft 7 !!; 

3R; 3T^T ftrft*7 *U4>R 3*RT sftftftm ftt *TRT 36 3*TOKT ( 7 ) 5RT ^ *iPwftl^T TlftftT ^ ftsift hHi4> A>C1 
*6Rft t fl ffi, fftqift ^RR, 1 ftcTRTft%'RTMft, WI*K$u5c11-364515 ('jouiti) 5RTfftftrftftl tfXSZl Wfr% Hl^R ^1, 

3TM 4 ‘ftPllft) n t (f^Tft^rft RT5R W ^ t) ftft fftft 3T3MftTT fftS^TRft 09/2003/23 UH^feld f^TT 

tt^t ft arjftftR yebiRiM t; 

h i s r (3Trfftrftft) «wi<i< Rftftr% i srfftwM srrtt i o %. ttt. i? i 



sftr, srfftfwrftt wa 36 ftt wrro (12) sRT^ftftrft c^uftn^ft ^ii^fttw^ft t % 

■ 3 ^ TTTSH % ^Rjftt^R WTO % ftcrfa, 3ft *jTOI % 3ft ft*F, ^ft^RTT ftft ^i4hici*i RTft ftft ^cR ^ 

ftftfccRT SRRTT 500 TTT. ft 50 fa. TTT. ftftfttft t ftft Pm I PiPimWi 3ft faPlftfll STO3ft Pi* 1 ^ 1 , fs«livi <sft HiHtft 

ft fa*JT ’STTcTT % ftRTft 3R|ftfftT HISC1 351 PlPinWl PfcHI ^TRT % I 

[ 9>T.ft. - 5^T£T-21 ( 248 )/2001 ] 
ft. ^rropjfft, MTM fft?H 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2193 —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with thn 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976(60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights andMeasures 

(Apprm al of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate service under varied conditions; ^siamea use 

Now. therefore in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) of Section 36 of the said Act the Central 
Go\ c n intent hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine (herein referred to as the said 

f C' , b y M/s. Monarch Scale Corpora,!. ShivaM 

1 c " arku »dla-364p 15 (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/23; 

The said Model (See the figure) is "counter machine”. The maximum capacity' is 10 Kg. 



I , , F “ Ither \ 111 exercise ° fthe P° wer inferred by sub-section (12) of the said Section, the Central Government 

herein declares that tins certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments of similar 
make, accuracy and performance of same senes within the range of 500 g to 50 kg. manufactured bv the same manufacturer 

in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the approved Model has been 
manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(248)/2001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology' 







[RFTII—T§T53(ii)] 


: 3TO 2, 2003/Sim 11, 1925 


5445 


fccrdl, 24 2003 

2194.—%^gt*T RRFR ^T, fa%cT yifa<+Kl gKT Vr&jp RT f%RR RrY % Rg 7RTTRTR 
Wt fvfe 3 Rfafa RT5R (R^ gt 3TTf^T ^') RT3 RTR W ^rfafWT, 1976 ( 1976 R1 60) cT«TT cT«TT TTTT TO 
( Hl-g c fi «FT appfc R) fRRR, 1987 % ^RRRf % 3FJ^R % ^flr gR RTg Rt RRIRRI t % d'litiu RRR7 rY 3TRf*T *ft WT HOSd 

RKfisfar «pfTTT TT^Tft fafipr TTftf^rM W}R?T TtRT RgH RRRT Tf^TI ; 

3TcT; 3R %T«gVq 4W1 WT 3 tMwT Rt RRT 36 '3RRRT ( 7 ) gRT RgR yiRw4f Rg RRTR RR?i ^ t^FTR ^gR #. 

^lfeqi , STTRIg ^#*7/ R|eK$uSefl-364515 (^RRT) gRT fafaftffl RrT. Rt 'StfeRl RF? RTI3<R T T?fH % RTSF RiT (f^Y ^F 
RTSH RTgT RRT t) sfa fM* ftf 3TI^ RR 09/2003/36 TTR^fYlcT f^RT RRT f, SFfRfgR TT^TTO 

y=t>|p;ia RRRt % ; 1 

WT Hl-5d (3RRT% ^7?T’) RiBTR RVlfa t ^ Rfa % ftrgRT RT R7F4 RRRt 11 sRTRY 3lfRR>dH ^FTcH 10 fRT. RT. 11 



3fR, RRRTRWT 3##m rY WIRT (12) Wttf%3^RT^T * 

% gR 3 ¥ yf|gH ^^ | U | i|? { % RTgifa, "3# ^Tsldl %^3Rt ^R>, RRf RRT 3 tY; R7TRWTR RTcT ^ RTrH 7WI Rt gfY f^PT^t arfRRTRR 
SRRTT 500 ITT. ^ 50 f%. TIT. R>t Y*T "*¥ t 3?R fdH'+l fRfdRfa R# faPlHlai gRT ftrgRT, feWT ^ -HHtil ^ f%RT ^TTcTT 
t f^Rf^ aHI^HlRjrl HISd R7T PdfHHf ( J| %RT RRT 11 


[R7T.R. ^R^TRF2lC236)/2001 ] 
Rf. TT. R^JTFjjR, fi^IRT, fRRTRT RTR f^TR 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S.O. 2194,--Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
.luthonly. is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with tS 
prot isions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60of 1976) and the Standardsof Weights and Measures 
( Approval of Models) Rules. 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy- over periodVof sustai^TS 

and to render accurate service under varied conditions; ' ^usiaineo use 

therefor, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (8) of Section 36 of the said Act the 
Centra! Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine with the brand name 
J C. DODIYA (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Luhar J. C. Dodia, Azad Chowk 
Sav arkundla-364 15 (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/66; 


of 10 kg 


The said Model (see the figure) is a counter machine working on the principle of beam with maximum capacity 



Further in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of the said Section, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments of similar 
make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 500 g to 50 kg, manufactured 
by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which the 
approved Model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(236)/2001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 





[ MPT II—TSTg 3 (ii)J 


nrot m : arrw 2, 2003/wm 11,1925 


5447 


M 24 ^cflt 2003 

mm 21 9s. m ^ fWti ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

1976 (1976 ^i 60 ) ti«h< t«n- rn mro 
(wif ^1 ftm, l9S7%-OT^%*^t^^^^^^' 1MI ' ,k mt sraf%i^Sf MtmwmmsT 

Ttsjisfat mn? sfK tfn 9 ftft*rfWt 3 mjw ^fwstsH w efc’Tt ; 

an,. w^mBm«Wm^w36^wira(7) sfcw ff(8)jsro to 
flwi ww n a, a . Trf*m ’ih'R^ mrcy”55ii-364si5 Opro) gm foMo »7 nsgrm 

mWTl" WW<l & 5"t( ft l fl 5^ 4«M - 1 88 ^1'Wlt) afht M fm 3^ H=T -it 09/2003/50 WI 

Tftn %, 3^JTt^ !4H I u r*T5| wrfTTCT ^FTcfV % ; 

swmiofls.TiT.ti 



afn %=jfli m+u <ma sifafwr ^ *ro 36 ^t^wra (12) ski m<i ?iPw<i) m mfi e * t * 4 '*" 

m w % w mpfcn wro % wnfo, *ft im * mt*s, «te *Jl 

ftr*# wftwm sror 500 m. 3 so As m <re;t atr ftro fatiiU <><ft ftPiMwi sra^ft r«*ra, isJiifi 

f^T! ^n?TT % f^TTC^ hisci ^T faRi*it u i pCTI T FTT% l 

[ffH.if. ^^TJR-21 ( 244 )/2001 ] 
-eft. -q. ^ott^rt, fi<Ui<?>, 


2022 Gl/03—10 
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New Delhi, the 24th July, 2003 

S. 0. 219>.- Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority. is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 

(, pprot al of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of counter machine with 
brand name 'SARAS WATI SCALE'' (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Saraswati Scale 
09/^00^/50 r * mkl " ParCWa Ghar Road ' Savarkun dla-364515 (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark IND/ 

The said Model (see the figure given below) is a counter machine with maximum capacity of 10 kg. 



{ urthcr - incxcra seoftliepowerconferredbysub-section(12)ofSection36ofsaidAct.theCentralGovemment 

hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the model shall also cover the weighing instruments of similar make 
accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity from 500 g to 50 kg, manufactured by the same 
ma mi tact urc r in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which the said approved 
model has been lnanufaciurcd. " 

[F.No. WM-21(244)/2001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 



[MPTH—T3F53(ii)] 


MTO TT5m : wm 2, 2003/Wr 11, 1925 


5449 


cfjtucfT *i-3dcra 

29*p£ 2003 

^ an. 21% .- <fF£k 7RTFI ? % cFfilcHT kW (3t^=T 3fr? f^>RT) 
3#PRPT, 1957 (1957 TFT 20) ( kkf ?7fif I7TTF> tTWTTT TJTFI 3Tf$lPt4*1 ^ ^ 
g5t £IRf 4 dHtlKI (1) ^ 3TtfN '*TT77T ^ 3F5FTk WT 2, 73^ 3, 'OTTjS (u), 

?n^7I 11 FH<kt, 2003 ^ 157 ^ 159 <R MchlftRT *TT77T 7R7FR g^lcTT 31k 

^FT WcTCT ( <FUleTT ftwi ) ^ srfskJTFTT 7T. TFT. 3TT. 79, dl^Td 3 '4*14^1, 2003 
gRT 737T 3T&7J7FTT TTcTR SFJTJ^T if T& ijfir if, fvji^ jcpi FT9 

210.00 (FTWT) UT 518.91 ^ (cTW) t, TFRlk TFT <53% ■£ 3F1^ 

31T9T7T & 7J7FTT 4f ; 

3jk ^-jcFK TFT W 7RTETH ?t FITT t, fa ^TT STfajTRT 7T 7TeF*T 

3T^jkRff if TrPRT TT37T 2jpt T^ ITFT if TFTTTcTT STfalFTI % ; 

3TTT:, 3T^, Tk^k 'fRTFR, 3<M srfElPlIW fa EtTTT 7 fa '3 T WRT (1) STT7T 
TRrT ^ l f$dT tf cFT ikk TFTrT Pl^ldRsW TFT 3ffaT TFFT cfr 3TFT 3TRTTT fa 7JTFTT 

fat t - 

(tf) ITkr TTcFF SFJTjfa *ar”if Tjf% 186.00 fa57 (cTWT) HT 459.61 TJTFg 

ffi Tnkt ^jfir if tit tjtt w Tifa 3ifaFrc ; 

(a) 5^t ^TcFF 3T^ ‘tt’* fafa 15.25 %7RR (eTWT) ^ 37.68 fa55 

(cft^ft) ^tft cpfofr tjjir if 'UPT'<ifr ^ 7 j=ft, tskh TFkr, far 3>fa, tj^t^ 

3ik cTcTTCT gfa, TTF7T TFfa, UF *TC TFTlf TFfaf 3lk Tlfafa fa k FTFT fa 
3TffaiR ; 

fttqnft 1 :- ??T 3Tk7JTRT fa faclfa 3lfa cfaT ffa fa ^TF* 77fa-1 

(f) / IIN^kiiT3TR/706-0403, TTlfaS 4 3ffaT, 2003 TFT kfaSffa 

(JT5Rr^O £ TFrakrn if tit ^ftt i, 

cFrakfcT fF37T 7^, TFld<t)lffl - 700 001 ^ ^ITlfcW if TJT 
T FId^lc^ TT fcSfJk®, (TivSRa T^TFl) kkT ^Z, krf^ct di^RT, *114^7 

- 440 ooi (*Tgw i E$ '<FTTrkrrr if <rn 7TTf>7n I I 

ftmnft 2 :- # 5 TT 3ikkrm ^ ara 8 * aSf afk ^ 3^ ^ 
fttcTT t knk kkfc^feci tjwt i ■■- 
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eft 

8(i) gftf ogfgg Rr fcF^fr ijfJr 3 fR-g<ft grgg etrt 7 $ aisfrg arfEt^nn 
Rch>i<ft gt t, f|?ra« t, g> H<wei wft <fRr fcr ifoR 

3TtoRT m sr4g fog gfor g> gR 3 3 tif% gR gfogi 1 

w€fow - strt ^ 3PiI-d4d ff 3fnrf% ^ gRT grrgfo fo gftf sftgn fotfr 

ijft 4 gFWf ddllcH cb f^TTT ?gg iggg Rfogig eRFT WTgfFT t 3fR 
gRT ■dOjiiiii wr ft fo# 3 rt cjjfer g^t g^f gRft rnflg 1 

( 2 ) WIRT (I) cj> F#g FRlcP 3TTFfrT RSTF ITTfHlggft F5t felRs)cT 'M ^ wf 

RTgft 3fk fstf M if ^ r <3 P > Tjt 3rrq(ri*di g?r tff ^r rft gg ft ftfo 

ajcl'Hlft gRT gTeir' W, 3TFTR ^FT 3fR ?rft 3i!'!lrlft ^ 7JFF g* 

Fggrg afR arRiRgg firt, Ffo gftf ft, gR% gi f?f. gfr g? 

OT^JcP RFSftTT t, FF FT t\ ETRT 7 F?T WIRT (I) FT 3TeJRt grfSRJTgTT 
^gTgTtRft-'jfoirFTWFTgi ailgjgiw't g> wr *r gg> ftqr£ gr 
Tjfir gT foigg ggr^TFT 3Tf§T5>Rr g* wr 

3 OTqfrRfr w 3Rrft foggfM 3fR wg> §rt gft <*>i4di^l •*.■ 
arfiTgRF gfog foirg fofr£ fo^Rr twr g^T wft ftPnwg g* fenr 
^TT I 

( 3 ) fH FRT cf> TRtlFRt eR fog gg cgfgg forft Tjft HcTFg RHI FTFRIT 
ftT afefeb-T *r 1%cT grr grgr fr# gg fftfr ^rtt gfe ijfir ft fotfr 

’jRr R gT W FT gj 3Tt?Jg5R 3TRtRraF cR 3TEfr=T 3?^RT gR IcR wft 


f^gft 3 :- gr^ftg trfft ^ gRggrT Rrggg>, 1, gwRrgr fr.: <ftcrg>idi gfr 

fr?t g* gruiFg, ftf 2, tsf 3, wsf tt( ij) gRRi 11 grg, 1983 

gs v ' O' 

*f MchlOld 3Tf?RjggT TT. gg.3TT. 2519, gRRf 27 F^, 1983 gRT 

’5+?r 3rRJf%gg g* sr#g ttsr grRlggft Rr^gg fcRn t I 





2, 2003/Sfmil, 1925 
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*35" 

^TT JHI-dT STtyTft 73^5 
■hi^jt51 5^77 

facTT 3sg7 (WT^O 


(^gf35 37.7ft - I (f) ITSL /^k|H37T7/706-0403 cITftTI 4 37ftcT, 2003) 

37^3577: 



TTTR tfTl ’TFT 

Mgtflft 

TTfcfecI 

wsn 


Rt<*I 



1 


28 

*7s(l3<ft 


186.00 

*TFT 


^5eT 5fa:- 186.00 %3S7 (cR*PT) 

7JT 


459.61 T^S (cTWT) 

um gprsi jt arfvfa fcgq 3nft 3i^ ^gfe 3TC3i3>: 

1/1- 1/2- 1/3- 1/4, 2 77 11, 12/1- 12/2- 12/3- 12/4, 13/135, 13/171, 13/2, 
13/3, 14/1- 14/2- 14/3, 15, 16, 17/1, 17/2, 18, 19, 20/1, 20/2, 20/3, 21 % 
28, 29/1, 29/2, 29/3, 30/1, 30/2, 30/3, 31 77 48, 49/1, 49/2, 50/1- 50/2, 
51/1, 51/2, 51/3, 52 ft 55, 66/4, 71, 72/135, 72/171, 72/235, 72/271, 72/3- 
72/4, 73, 74 WT, 75/1- 75/2, 76/1- 76/2 *TR, 78 % 82, 83/1, 83/2, 84, 85, 
86/1- 86/2- 86/3, 87/1- 87/2, 88 % 91, 92/1, 92/2, 92/3, 93/1, 93/2, 94/1- 
94/2, 95, 96, 97/1, 97/2, 98 77 102, 103/1- 103/2, 104 % 107, 108/1, 108/2, 
109/1 WT, 109/2, 114, 115, 132/1- 132/2- 132/3 *773, 232/1, 232/2, 234/1- 
234/2, 236, 237, 238/1- 238/2, 239 ft 248, 249 WT, 250 *773, 251 % 254, 
259, 260, 273, 276 7* 281, 77335, ^TTft 37737^7, 3Te7T WT I 


#31 

35-71: 'V' ft 37T3WT t 3ft7 777*7 tJHI-sil % FI357 WTcfT t 

tftfe 777SIT35 55, 54, 53, 52, 51/3, 51/2, 51/1, 50/1- 50/2, 49/2, 
49/1, 48, 47, 46, 77335, tftfc TTTsZTT 45, 38, 37, 36, 35, 34, 33, 32, 
29/1, 29/2, 28, 27, 26, 25, 24, 23, 22, 21, 20/2, 20/1, 13/171, 
279, 13/135, 10, 9, 1/1- 1/2- 1/3- 1/4, 240, 239, 238/1- 238/2, 
259, 260, 236 cf5t 37?ft 7ft*TT 3> 37T®7 383 33) 3> 7377ft 3ft7 TJift 

(Vuft 35 ttto-tttsi || I 3 ffc"^’37 t 1 
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* 

?3 - R fe3T RTR fRTST fe fall? Rffet t fefa ifefe R©lfa 236, 237, 234/1- 
234/2, 232/2, RTcH R?) RT?$ fetRT fe W TR# t fek faf "W" R7 

fir^neft t I 

R - Rr. tolM f5RP5T fe ?)RT7 Rlfet t, RTcR RR Rife) t. fa? <fefe RRRiRT 
249, 250, 132/1- 132/2- 132/3 fe fe Rife) t fet? *fefe R©IW 
109/1R?) RT?3tfetRT fe RTR fa? tfefe WsRfa 109/1 fe ?t fa)) ff 
Rife) t fefetfefe RRRjcb 102, 273, 98, 114,-115, 71 R?t Rlfa) #RT 
R> RTR Rife) t, fa? 'Rife RRHiRT 74, 76/1- 76/2 3 3 fap? Rife) t 
3fa>Rffe ?feqfa 76/1- 76/2, R1R>. *fefe RRSlfa 66/4, 54, 55 R)) 
Rlfa) #RI R> RTR Rffe) t fet? STRfap fag ‘ «F''R? ftefe) t I 

aig^ V 

RJRT g>RT3T fe)/fe 
RTRfe feR 

facfT RRg? (RgRT'sO 


(feafa R.?)) - I (f) / HZ /RTRIRR3TR/706-0403 Rfefa 4 Rfeol, 2003) 
RFR RfapR: 


*r. 

TTHT cJTT HTH 

lst;r«GiriB 

dgfed 

f^TeTT 

sfe fae? fe~ 


i 


28 

Jl 


15.25 

*TPT 


g>d fe?:- 15.25 fax!? (eTRRR) 

RT 


37.68 RR5R (cTRRR) 

RTR y- ll’SI fe Rlfwfe falj wife Rife mTc 'tieqfa: 

186 fe 188, 193/1 RTR, 193/2, 228 fe 231, 233, 235, 283, 284, RW RTR t 


#RT RfeR: 


‘w* fe 3TIRR Fife t fel? RTR ^RTST fe #IRI? Rife) t fefe 
tfefe RRJJTRT 235, 233, 284, 283 R)) RTfa) #RT fe RTR wild) t, R-9<?> 
RT?Rlfe) t fefeifefeRRRfa 187, 186 R)) Rlfa) fefRT fe RTR wife) % 
3lfe fag "TT' R? ftefe) t I 


Q - R: 











[gmi—•sng3(ii>] 


■mTcT i 3TW 2, 2003/31^ 11, 1925 
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?T - 




^?5T TTPT cJHI'ST ^ 6ldH % 3rffa i: cffe 'd'tsui^> 186, 188, 193/2, 
193/1 193/1 

wt w 

?M, W^®n^ 283, 284, 228<tf^^**TO^* 3f * 
"■?.*' ^ ftdrft t I 


^ 


5R3T TOT fTOT OTP 228, 231 233 235 

c# 3TFft tffar ^ t sfft 1^5 & ^ftorarti 


[m a. -43015/8/2002-41.3TR3n£ 


MINISTRY OF COAL 


New Delhi, the 29th July, 2003 

S. 0.2196.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Coal and Mines (Department of Coal) number S.O. 79 dated the 3 rd January, 2003 
issued under sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) and published m 
Part'll, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India, dated the 11 January, 2003 at pages 
157 to 159 , the Central Government gave notice of its intention to prospect for coal in 210.00 
hectares (approximately) or 518.91 acres (approximately) of the lands in the locality specified in 
the Schedule annexed to that notification; 


And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that coal is obtainable in a part of the 
said lands described in the Schedules appended to this notification ; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 7 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to acquire - 


a) 

b) 


Note 1 


all rights in or over the lands measuring 186.00 hectares, (approximately) or 459.61 
acres (approximately) described in Schedule A appended hereto , 
the rights to mine, quarry, bore, dig and search for, win, work and carry away 
minerals in the lands measuring 15.25 hectares (approximately) or 37.68 acres 
(approximately) described in Schedule ‘B’ appended hereto , 

The plan bearing No. C-I(E)/III/JJMR/706-0403 dated the 4 th April, 2003 of the area 
covered by this notification may be inspected at the office of the Collector, 
Chandrapur (Maharashtra) or in the office of the Coal Controller, 1 Council House 
Street Kolkata (PIN 700 001) or in the office of the Western Coalfields Limited 
(Revenue Department), Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur - 440 001 (Maharashtra). 


Note 2 Attention is hereby invited to the provisions of section 8 of the aforesaid Act which 
provides as follows > 
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8.(1) Any person interested in any land in respect of which a notification under section 7 has 
been issued may, within thirty days of the issue of the notification, object to the 
acquisition of the whole or any pait of the land or of any rights in or over such land. 

Explanation - It shall not be an objection within the meaning of this section for any person to 

say that he himself desires to undertake mining operations in the land for the 
production of coal and that such operations should not be undertaken by the 
Central Government or by any other person. 

(2) Every objection under sub-section (1) shall be made to the competent authority in 

writing and the competent authority shall give the objector an opportunity of 
being heard either in person or by a legal practitioner and shall, after hearing all 
such objections and after making such further enquiry, if any, as he thinks 
necessary, either make a report in respect of the land which has been notified 
under sub-section (1) of Section 7 or of rights in or over such land, or make 
different reports in respect of different parcels of such land or of rights in or over 
such land, to the Central Government, containing his recommendations on the 
objections, together with the record of the proceedings held by him, for the 
decision of that Government. 


For the purpose of this section, a person shall be deemed to be interested in land 
who would be entitled to claim an interest in compensation if the land or any 
rights in or over such land were acquired under this Act.” 

I he Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata- 700 0Q1, has been 
appointed by the Central Government as the competent authority under the Act 
vide notification number SO. 2519, dated the 27 th May, 1983, published in Part 
II, Section 3, Sub-Section (ii) of the Gazette of India, dated the 11 th June, 1983. 

SCHEDULE -‘A’ 

JUNA KUNADA O/C BLOCK 
MAJRI AREA 

DISTRICT- CHANDRAPUR (MAHARASHTRA) 


(Plan No. C-I(E)/IIl/JJMR/706-0403 dated the 4 th April 20031 
All Rights ’ } ' 


Serial 

number 

--— 

Name of 

village 

Patwari 

circle 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
Hectares 

Remarks 

1 

Kuna da 

28 

Bhadrawati 

__ _ 

Chandrapur 

186.00 

Part 


Total area : 186.00 hectares 
(approximately) 
or 

459.61 acres 
(approximately) 
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Plot numbers to be acquired in village Kunada 

1/1- 1/2- 1/3- 1/4, 2 to 11, 12/1- 12/2- 12/3-12/4, 13/1 A, 13/IB, 13/2, 13/3, 14/1- 14/2- 14/3, 15, 
16, 17/1, 17/2, 18, 19, 20/1, 20/2, 20/3, 21 to 28, 29/1, 29/2, 29/3, 30/1, 30/2, 30/3, 31 to 48, 
49/1, 49/2, 50/1- 50/2, 51/1, 51/2, 51/3, 52 to 55, 66/4, 71, 72/1A, 72/IB, 72/2A, 72/2B, 72/3- 
72/4, 73, 74 part, 75/1- 75/2, 76/1- 76/2 part, 78 to 82, 83/1, 83/2, 84, 85, 86/1- 86/2- 86/3, 87/1- 
87/2’ 88 to 91, 92/1, 92/2, 92/3, 93/1, 93/2, 94/1- 94/2, 95, 96, 97/1, 97/2, 98 to 102, 103/1- 
103/2, 104 to 107, 108/1, 108/2, 109/1 part, 109/2, 1 14, 1 15, 132/1- 132/2- 132/3 part, 232/1, 
232/2, 234/1- 234/2, 236, 237, 238/1- 238/2, 239 to 248, 249 part, 250 part. 251 to 254, 259, 260, 
273, 276 to 281, Road, Old Abadi, Nallah Part. 


Boundary description 

A - B : Line starts from point ’A' and passes through village Kunada and passes along the 

outer boundary of plot numbers 55, 54, 53, 52, 51/3, 51/2, 51/1, 50/1- 50/2, 49/2, 
49/1 48 47, 46, Road, plot bumbers 45, 38, 37, 36, 35, 34, 33, 32, 29/1, 29/2, 28, 
27, 26, 25, 24, 23, 22, 21, 20/2, 20/1, 13/1B, 279, 13/1 A, 10, 9, 1/1- 1/2- 1/3- 1/4, 
240, 239, 238/1- 238/2, 259, 260, 236 and passes along the Northern and Eastern 
bank of Wardha River and meets at point *B\ 

B _ C : Line passes through village Kunada and passes along the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 236, 237, 234/1- 234/2, 232/2, Nallah and meets at point 4 C\ 

C - A : Line passes through village Kunada, crosses nallah, then passes in plot numbers 

249, 250, 132/1- 132/2- 132/3 and passes along the outer boundary of plot number 
109/1 then in plot number 109/1 and passes along the outer boundary of plot 
numbers 102, 273, 98, 114, 115, 71 then in plot numbers 74, 76/1- 76/2 and 
passes along the outer boundary of plot number 76/1- 76/2, Road, plot numbers 
66/4, 54, 55 and meets at starting point ‘A’. 


SCHEDULE -‘B’ 


JUNA KUNADA O/C BLOCK 
MAJRI AREA 

DISTRICT- CHANDRAPUR (MAHARASHTRA) 


(Plan No. C-I(E)/lIt/JJMR/706-0403 dated the 4 th April, 2003) 


Serial 

number 

Name of 
village 

Patwari 

circle 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

- —-- 

Area in 

Hectares 

Remarks 

l. 

Kunada 

28 

Bhadrawati 

Chandrapur 

15.25 

1C C Ur 

Part 


Total area: 15.25 hectares 
(approximately) 
or 


37.68 acres 

(approximately) 


2022 GI/03—11 
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Plot numbers to be acquired in village Kunada 

186 to 188, 193/1 part, 193/2, 228 to 231, 233, 235, 283, 284, Road Part. 

Boundary description 

B - C : Line starts from point 'B' and passes through village Kunada and passes along the 

outer boundary of plot numbers 235, 233, 284, 283, crosses Road then passes 
along the outer boundary of plot numbers 187, 186 and meets at point ‘C\ 

C - D : Line passes through village Kunada and passes along the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 186, 188, 193/2, 193/1, in plot number 193/1 and passes along the outer 
boundary of Road and meets at point ‘D\ 

D - E : Line passes through village Kunada, crosses Road, and passes along the outer 

boundary of Road, plot numbers 283, 284, 228 and meets at point *E\ 

E - B : Line passes through village Kunada and passes along the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 228, 231, 233, 235 and meets at starting point ‘B\ 


[No. 43015/8/2002-P.R.I/W.] 
SANJAY BAHADUR, Dy. Secy. 

STfTfeM, % WcTJT 


fccnl, 28 2003 

w\. 3tt. 2197 toft crisis <i if ^ 3tm*PF whr ftm 11% Tjssrcm if wr iw 

H 1^T ' a ^ ^ T3TR <1^ 4 Mfisi Mfi-SI ^ % Tft^T % 

-rp^ (T^wh -YjYfrm wfRtft fdP^-s wprnr) ski ^ qi ^d i^ H Rrar$ 

'J!m 3 ■clif?tl; 


3 lk tort * sRfroH 315 atraw^ jRfta t ft 3333 ijfir *r 

Wfm cR 4>T %7T[ ufKf; 


^ ^ m&K, ^rfcRFT W 0jf*r 3 ^ Slf^R <f>T stfWm, 1962 

(1962 45T 50) cfR £TRT 3 \?WRT (l) m X5W* ^TET ^ 3Tf^R 

^ E crf^T cTT^ ^ fERT4>T ETRT 3 

* C 1 ) ^ ^ E WH4>lRld jrfcPTt ^ERTT ^>T 

- ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^TFf \3^4W E> 3Tf^R ^ 3 fEt ?IT E> 4tcET RuiE E> 

^ ^ w 3 ttR^kt rfrf^k terete 

(^ Wl1 ^f^rfeRm WTfo?FT <?R TEE^Eft), EpEEFE E. 43, 2, fr flfgHW 

Win-?F=f ^ TT^TJT ^Mta,^3RET >THT cpf f^Rdd WT | 



[ *IFT II—ISP*? 3(ii) ] 


3TTCT 2, 2003/«P5R11, 1925 


5457 




dsrfrsr.- 3 fhr 


£wt:- 4^® 



> *FRTrT 






*\W 3>T ilH 


7JFT MT 1 ffr 

M27 

m 

Mr m 

1 

2 

3 

4 ! 


Sl4fl 600 

MT 

00 

81 

29 

268 


00 

07 

71 

266 


00 

07 

90 

SOT 600 

Mr 

00 

02 

08 

Spfo600 

Mr 

00 

14 

06 


279/3 

Mr 

00 

05 

76 

280 


00 

08 

48 

SI%600 


00 

06 

49 

- 

<*)i4 

00 

00 

65 

- 


00 

00^ 

18 

i 

488 


00 

00 

03 

485/2 


00 

07 

80 

474 


00 

29 

80 

2/gci5 

276 


00 

01 

41 

- 

Mr 

00 

00 

18 

460/3 


00 

00 

99 

- 

^TMT 

00 

03 

26 

187/1 


00 

03 

82 

- 

»TMT 

00 

07 

98 

186/1 


00 

07 

05 

_ 

*1WI 

00 

07 

32 

684 


00 

17 

25 

692 


00 

07 

00 

165/1 


00 

22 

11 

164 


00 

02 

07 * 

148 


00 

04 

91 

147 


<r> 

\J\J 

u*t 

84 

SF&T671 

Mr 

00 

09 

50 

3. 

Sf£t718 

Mr 

00 

02 

10 

- 

sfrpf ?f2j 

00 

05 

30 

SOT 718 

Mr 

00 

19 

60 

- 


00 

00 

59 













I” 3R4K 


1 


3 . 4r?r 
fcrrft... ) 

4. T3VTT 

5. #JUT 


6.HfeT ^TFMCR' 


7.HIT<^< 4FTT - 2 


8. 3r*\rIR 
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ftmn 

- 


7T^:- 

WT 

fief 4^1 


'trnr Otjl It sV 


<to>rT 





IW 

to 3?R 

2 


3 


- A _ 

4 


718 

W 
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11 

13 

468 



00 

03 

97 

466 



00 

00 

75 

- 


*11 "11 

00 

00 

57 
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00 

09 

83 

148/2 



00 

00 

92 
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00 

08 

81 
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00 

01 

54 
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00 

13 

55 

- 


4ft to 

00 

07 

65 

- 



00 

00 

33 
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W 


00 

01 

30 

13 



00 

01 

49 

9 

w 

to 

00 

03 

43 

158/1 



00 

01 

23 

142 



00 

16 

51 

140/2 



00 

08 

50 

140/1 



00 

07 

26 

139 



00 

10 

93 

137 



00 

03 

65 

253 

to 


00 

14 

6? 

254 

to 


00 

66 

59 

267 

to 


00 

27 

29 

270 



00 

33 

64 

301 



00 

00 

93 

306 

to 


00 

02 

00 

308/1 



00 

01 

47 

374 

to 


10 

30 

44 

444/2 



, 0 

01 

47 

442 



00 

03 

46 

497 



00 

00 

12 

^FFT 162 

to 


00 

00 

49 

101 



00 

07 

53 


9.te q-HcJlflid 
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T TTcT 3)T *flH 
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#®£JT 

■JTPT ^ t eft 

2 

3 




TW.- 




m W$\ 3JF 




10/J3TTT M^cilOill 234 W 

197/2 

197/1 

199 ^ 
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204 W 

5 
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02 

15 
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50 

68 
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09 

71 
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00 

05 

42 

<hT2 

00 

00 

25 


00 

10 

86 
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00 

07 

41 


11.3RNT 


12. ’jfrmTT- 
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00 

03 

72 
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00 

16 

66 

51 



00 

07 

85 

64 



00 

03 

41 

296 



00 

11 

20 

292/2 



00 

13 

10 

224 

Ui 


00 

24 

91 

161 



00 

02 

19 

160 



00 

00 

42 

625/2 



00 

01 

60 

626 



00 

04 

61 

_ 


W 4 "3 

00 

04 

52 

^m785 

TOt 


00 

03 

62 

671 



00 

00 

65 

670 



00 

02 

22 

£T%785 

TO 


00 

01 

65 

741 



00 

11 

79 

731 



00 

13 

24 

733 



00 

24 

52 

736 

TOt 


00 

16 

73 

17 

r\. 

TO 

3f>P? 

00 

00 

23 

80 

to 


00 

01 

01 

89 



00 

00 

89 

101 



00 

07 

67 
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tete 4>r qpr 


HPT 1 rfT 


stew 




1 

m 

1 mr 1 

i 

2 

3 

-' -4 - 

13.q?pT 

308 


00 

04 


—__ i 

47 


335 


00 

05 


79 


336 


00 

06 


34 


338/2 


00 

02 


45 


342 

terT 

00 

01 


78 


346 


00 

00 


32 


349 


00 

01 


16 


368/1 


00 

06 


40 


380 


00 

04 


01 


3*R-31015/47/2001-3ft.3TR-||] 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM & NATURAL GAS 


New Delhi, the 28th July, 2003 

S. 0.2197.- Whereas, it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary 
in the public interest that for the transportation of crude oil from crude oil 
terminal at Mundra Port in the State of Gujarat to Bathinda in the State of 
Punjab, through Mundra-Bathinda Crude Oil -pipeline, pipelines should be 
laid by Guru Gobind Singh Refineries Limited (a subsidiary of Hindustan 
Petroleum Corporation Limited); 

And whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of 
laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land 
under which the said pipelines are proposed to be laid, and which are 
described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 


Now therefore, in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section(l) of section 
J of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land decribed in the said Schedule may, within 
twenty-one days from the date on which the copies of this notification issued, 
under sub-section(l) of section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette 
of India, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
accquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipeline under the 
land to Shri D.K. Parekh, Competent Authority, Mundra-Bathinda Crude Oil 
Pipeline, Guru Gobind Singh Refineries Limited, (a subsidiary of Hindustan 
Petroleum Corporation Limited), P.B. No. 43, Unit 2, Hindustan Petroleum 
Corporation Limited, At and Post Khari Rohar, Taluka Gandhidham State 
Gujarat. 
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Taluka An jar 


Name of Village 


(l).Chandroda 


(2).Bhuvad 


(3).Khedoi Moti 


:3TO2, 2003/SlF^II, 1925 


SCHEDULE 
DistrictKutch 


Survey No 

Part if Any 

2 

3 


State > Gujarat 


ROU Area 


Ha. Ar. [Sq.mt. 



Trowers 600 

P 


00 

81 

29 

268 



00 

07 

71 

266 


• 

00 

07 

90 

Trowers 600 

P 


00 

02 

08 

Trowers 600 

P 


00 

14 

06 

279/3 

P 


00 

05 

76 

280 



00 

08 

48 

Trowers 600 

P 


00 

06 

49 

_ 


Cart Track 

00 

00 

65 

- 


Nala 

00 

00 

18 

488 



00 

00 

03 

485/2 



00 

07 

80 

474 



00 

29 

80 

276 



00 

01 

41 

- 


River 

00 

00 

18 

460/3 



00 

00 

99 

- 


Nala 

00 

03 

26 

187/1 



00 

03 

82 

- 


Nala 

00 

07 

98 

186/1 



00 

07 

05 

_ 


Nala 

00 

07 

32 

684 



00 

17 

25 

692 



00 

07 

00 

165/1 



00 

22 

11 

164 



00 

02 

07 

148 



00 

04 

91 

147 



00 

04 

84 

Trowers 671 

P 


00 

09 

50 

Trowers 718 

P 


00 

02 

10 

- 


Lerakh River 

00 

05 

30 

Trowers 718 

P 


00 

19 

60 



Cart Track 

00 

00 

59 
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Name of Village 


DistrictKutch 


Survey No 

Part if Any 

2 

3 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


State Gujarat 


ROU Area 


Ha. Ar. 


4 



Song River 
Cart Track 

Trowers182 P 

( 7 ) .Nagalpur Nana -2 13 

9 P River 

(8) . Anjar 158/1 

142 

140/2 

140/1 

139 

137 

253 P 

254 P 

267 p . 

270 

301 

306 P 

308/1 

374 p 

444?2 
442 
497 

(9) . Mitha Paswaria Trowers 162 p 

101 


00 07 65 

00 00 33 

00 01 30 

00 01 49 

00 03 43 

00 01 23 

00 16 51 

00 08 50 

00 07 26 

00 10 93 

00 03 65 

00 14 63 

00 66 59 

00 27 29 

00 33 64 

00 00 93 

00 02 00 

00 01 47 

00 30 44 

00 01 47 

00 03 46 

00 00 12 

00 00 49 

00 07 53 
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Taluka > Anjar 


DistrictKutch 


State Gujarat 


Name of Village 


ROU Area 


Survey No 

Part if Any 

Ha. 

Ar. 

Sq.mt. 

* 

2 

3 

4 

104/1 



00 

21 

67 

88/2 



00 

03 

61 

87 



00 

27 

76 



Nala 

00 

09 

20 

234 

P 


00 

02 

15 

197/2 



00 

50 

68 

197/1 



00 

09 

71 

199 

P 

Cart Track 

00 

00 

02 

198 



00 

05 

42 

Trowers 204 

P 

Cart Track 

00 

00 

25 

5 



00 

10 

86 

« 


Nala 

00 

07 

41 

Trowers 204 

P 

Cart Track 

00 

03 

72 

52 



00 

16 

66 

51 



00 

07 

85 

64 


/ 

00 

03 

41 

296 



00 

11 

20 

292/2 



00 

13 

10 

224 

P 


00 

24 

91 

161 



00 

• 02 

19 

160 

P 

Cart Track 

00 

00 

42 

625/2 



00 

01 

60 

626 



00 

04 

61 

_ 


Metal Road 

00 

04 

52 

Trowers 785 

P 


00 

03 

62 

671 



00 

00 

65 

670 



00 

02 

22' 

Trowers 785 

P 


00 

01 

65 

741 



00 

11 

79 

731 



00 

13 

24 

733 



00 

24 

52 

736 

P 


00 

16 

73 

17 

P 

Cart Track 

00 

00 

23 

80 

P 


00 

01 

01 

89 



00 

00 

89 

101 



00 

07 

67 


(9). Mitha Paswaria 
(Contd...) 


(lO).Khara Paswaria 


(1 lj.Ajapar 


(12).Bhimasar 


2022 G i/03—12 
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DistrictKutch 


Name of Village 

I 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

1 

t_ 2 _ 

3 , 


(13).Pasuda 


308 

335 

336 
338/2 

342 

346 

349 

368/1 

380 


Cart Track 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 

StateGujarat 


ROU Area 


Ha. Ar. Sq.mt. 


00 04 

00 05 

00 06 
00 02 
00 01 
00 00 
00 01 
00 06 
00 04 


[No. R-31015/47/2001-O.R.-il] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 

farrt, 28 2003 

^r. 3 jt. 2198 toto tofr 4 to toto pjpr 4 TOfm c£ toR>R m 

tototol 962(1962 4TT 50) (f^RT ^to TRlto d TOT toftto 3>FT W t ) to 
3^1 TOTRT (1) totk tot to to 3ff^RjTFTT ^R3JT to.3TT. 2352, toftl 11 vjto 
2002 a^^T.^T. 2755, tofe 23 FtfTOT 2002, 33ft W £ TOT? if sfTTO: tot*J 20 u£cto 
2002 to 31 3fW 2002 to Mctokt to to £RT vRT 3#^H|3Tt if TFTO 3 T^jrft 3 

to ^ 7 Ttf^ to folfito ^tfcRHT fclfito to 

t*RT 3PlRb£>d to TRTeTnpT ^ TOZRT ^ ^uRRT TO? if trRT f^IcT 

^Rlf^KT del WR it TOTO if totoST TO toi^d to <£ ^ f^xj T lfMaf^ 

ftto <£ «eiluH it fto TOfm it totoR tt arto tof it tot strtt to utw to to ; 

to vl<kf TOT? to yfto TOdT to^JRT: Ulto 17 f%TOR 2002 to 26 

2002 to dTTOT TOT to to to’; 

■TR *f£fOT Tlftoto 4 d<k1 3TftoRRT to URJ 6 to TOETRT (1) to Sltok totor TOTTR to 

Rto4 4 to t; 

^ to TORR TO TOT ftto4 T? ftofR to to TOTRT, to TOTTO Ft to xr % TOT to 
TRTeTTTO ftokt to feP? tofto t, if TOtof to arf^R 3fto 

fto f-; 

3kT : , 3R ( toril TOTOX TOT toftof to TOT 6 to TOTRT (1) gfRT TOT to tot 41 TO Tto 
^ ^ ^ TOto t fto ipr totojroto if tor ar^jto 3 ftofto ^pr 4 

feTV TOtof ^TT arfkFR arto fern t; 

to TRkR vjcRi torftorn to urt 6 to ^rirt (4) frt jrxt tototo torr TOif 
§T to tto tot t 1% MI^Mdl^d ftoto $ feP? vTkT ‘JjPl if vdMqVt W\ tokFR Ht?Tf 

k tot?r to utoi to totor torr if ftocr to b tor tot ftototo if ^ 

totod to Rrrotof toto (fl^ro tototor ftoto to # tou 

tot i 
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rR^fWr !- v3TiTR 

&WI > 


J^Kld 

TTTcT ^TFT 

^ wn 




T 




?32T 

3T7T 

*F£r 3HT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1 . 5^ 

- 

*11*11 

00 

03 

59 


sra*f 718 

fcft 

00 

32 

71 


- 

Hl*1l 

00 

00 

53 ; 


Sratf7l8 


01 

35 

96 


- 


00 

15 

35 


518 


00 

03 

73 


Sra^7l8 

4$ 

00 

29 

13 


- 

351 t'pn 

00 

00 

77 


Sra^7l8 


00 

06 

87 


500 


00 

01 

21 


- 

HHI 

00 

04 

35 


502/1 


00 

05 

84 


504/1 


00 

47 

29 


“ 

cbli 

00 

00 

79 


468 


00 

06 

35 


467 


00 

32 

73 


466 


00 

26 

87 


509 


00 

25 

26 


510/2 


00 

23 

03 


510/1 


00 

44 

20 

y 

?ra^718 


in) 

15 

59 


sratf 718 

W ; 

00 

49 

23 


295 


00 

32 

36 

- 

299/1 


00 

00 

05 


^m7i8 

Ui 

00 

06 

00 


298 


00 

42 

89 

■'•;*■■ • • . • '" ,r -»-S ? 

- £.m 


00 

30 

03 
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WQ 3)T 

f^r 

SIFT # • 

$4 4x4 


m 

HI' 

I 

2 

3 

4 

1. mzi 

322 


00 

03 

28 


318 


00 

44 

34 


317 


00 

.03 

69 

2. TTfRT 


^TMl 

00 

08 

81 


£ 13^258 

m 

00 

05 

53 


156(yRil 55) 


00 

42 

64 


166(5^rt155) 

M 

00 

90 

87 


155 

M 

00 

15 

00 


134/1 

M 

00 

49 

52 


133/2 


00 

05 

19 


157(5mTl55) 

Mr 

03 

03 

08 


143/5 


00 

37 

25 


144 


00 

00 

59 


145/2 


00 

23 

28 


147/4 

/ 

00 

00 

02 


147/3 


00 

12 

63 


147/2 


00 

23 

84 


147/1 


00 

03 

46 


148/2 


00 

19 

60 


148/1 


00 

20 

33 


16 Mf 

00 

44 

02 


15 


00 

40 

31 


- 


00 

07 

88 














3.#jut 

51 



00 

05 

69 


50/1 



00 

16 

86 


50/2 


■ 

00 

16 

40 


50/3 



00 

06 

29 


50/4 



00 

19 

64 


48 



00 

12 

51 


49 



00 

24 

44 

4.»fter Hi'Mm 

128 



00 

02 

97 


126/1 



00 

16 

24 


126/2 



00 

08 

03 


182 



00 

13 

80 


- 



00 

03 

15 


- 



00 

04 

50 


182 



00 

52 

39 


- 


<Wi ^5 

00 

04 

06 


161/2 



X 00 

35 

39 


161/1 



J)0- 

GO 

60 


162 



00 

31 

07 


171/1 



00 

15 

86 


171/2 



00 

22 

91 


159/2 



00 

12 

42 


159/1 



00 

01 

09 


173/1 



00 

29 

84 


173/2 


• _ _ 

' 00 

00 

72 


157/1 



00 

09 

00 


155 



00 

29 

79 


176 



00. 

,15 :i .- 

,70 \ 
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m 

377T 
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2 

3 
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153 


00 

26 

58 

('Jl 1 Q . . . ) 

152 


00 

oa 

01 


?ra*r 182 

Mr ‘ 

00 

07 

58 


151 


00 

15 

94 


182 

Mr 

00 

J9 

28 

5/d^l3l 

251/1 


00 

03 

68 


251/2 


00 

07 

82 

6.3RTTT 

31 % 984 

Mr 

00 

02 

54 


158/2 


00 

40 

21 


984 

Ml . 

00 

10 

44 


142 


00 

39 

41 


141 


00 . 

08 

44 


984 

Mr 

00 

49 

33 


984 


00 

87 

36 


253 

Mr 

00 

24 

21 


260 

Mr 

00 

09 

63 


i 266 

Mr 

00 

36 

53 


267 

Mr 

00 

27 

36 


270 


00 

32 

54 


271 


00 

29 

60 


302 


00 

41 

60 


. 301 


0 © 

32 

75 


300 

V 

00 

20 

45 


299 

Mr. 

00 

03 

47 


306 Mr 

00 

17 

33 


307 


00 

23 

89 


308/1 


00 

30 

94 


308/3 


00 

24 

67 
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00 
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07 

31 
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03 

38 
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00 

46 
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09 

37 
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00 

42 

84 
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m. 

00 

90 

11 

423 


00 

40 

91 
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Mf 

00 

01 

76 

451 


00 

21 

62 

450 

Mr 

00 

79 

37 

449 


00 

35 

32 

448/2 


00 

15 

60 

447/3 


00 

16 

81 

447/4 


00 

08 

38 

984 


00 

, 32 

38 

444/2 


00 

05 

59 

443/1 


00 

12 

65 

443/2 


.00 

16 

11 

442 


00 

28 

77 

- 


00 

02 

71 

494/2 


00 

05 

57 

494/1 


00 

13 

92 

495 


00 

m 

14 

m 1| ^ . 
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frwr:- 



4 IM HTR 

WIT 




3TR 


1 

2 

3 


4 

/ 

6.'31'm1K 

Sl4d 984 

a r-, 

w 

00 

16 

69 

tmfL.) 

497 


00 

23 

47 


498/1 


00 

48 

01 


499 


00 

22 

03 


[mu. 3IR-31015/47/2001 1|] 


New Delhi, the 28th July, 2003 

S. o. 2198.— Wheras by notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas, number S.0.2352 dated the 11th July 2002 and SO. 
2755 dated the 23 rd August 2002, issued under sub-section(l) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines( Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), published in the Gazette of 
India dated the 20 th July, 2002 and 31 st August, 2002 respectively, the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in 
die Schedule appended to those notification-* for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
transport of crude oil from crude od terminal at Mundra Port in the state of Gujarat to 
Bathinda in the State of Punjab through Mundra-Bathinda Crude Oil Pipeline by 
Gum Gobind Singh Refineries Limited (a subsidiary of Hindustan Petroleum 
Corporation Limited); 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette notification* were made available to the 
public on 17* September 2002 and 26 th October 2002 respectively. 

And whereas the competent authority has under sub-section(l) of section 6 of die 
said Act submitted die report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central. Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land is *puired for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire 
the right of unser tiierein; 

N ow, dierefore, in exercise of die powers conferred by sub-section(J) of the section 6 
ol the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of us£ln the- 

and specified m the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby acquired for" 
laying the pipelines; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by svb-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land 
for laying die pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on 
the date of publication of the declaration, in the Guru Gobind Singh Refineries 
muted (a subsidiary of Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited) free from all 
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Taluka:- Anjar 


SCHEDULE 
DistrictKutch 


Name of Village Survey No 


Part if Any 


StateGujarat 
ROU Area 


Ha. Ar. Sq.mt. 


1. Khedoi Moti 


Trowers718 P 
Trowers718 P 
518 

Trowers718 P 

Trowers718 P 
500 

502/1 

564/1 

468 

467 

466 

.509 

510/2 

510/1 

Trowers718 P 
Trowers718 P 
295 
299/1 

Trowers718 P 
298 


Nala 


Nala 


Lerakh River 


Cart track 


Nala 


Cart track 


00 03 59 

00 32 71 

00 00 53 

01 35 96 

00 15 35 

00 03 73 

00 29 13 

00 00 77 

00 06 87 

00 01 21 

00 04 35 

00 05 84 

00 47 29 

00 00 79 

00 06 35 

00 32 73 

00 26 87 

00 25 26 

00 23 03 

00 44 20 

00 15 59 

00 49 23 

00 32 36 

00 00 05 

00 06 00 

00 42 89 
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Taluka Anjar_ DistrictKutch _State Gujarat 


Name of Village 

Survey No 


_ . _ ROU Area 

Part if Any 



Ha. 

Ar. 

Sq.mt. 

l 

2 


3 

4 


1. Khedoi Moti 

322 


00 

03 

28 

(Contd...) 

318 


00 

44 

.34 


317 


00 

03 

69 

2 Khambhara 

- 


Nala 00 

08 

81 


Trowers 258 

P 

00 

05 

53 

3,Sinugra 

156(01d 155) 

P 

00 

42 

64 


166(01d 155) 

P 

00 

90 

87 


Trowers 155 

P 

00 

15 

00 


134/1 

P 

00 

49 

52 


133/2 


00 

05 

19 


157(01d 155) 

P 

03 

03 

08 


143/5 


00 

37 

25 


144 


00 

00 

59 


145/2 


00 

23 

28. 


147/4 


00 

00 

02 


147/3 


00 

12 

63 


147/2 


00 

23 

84 


147/1 


00 

03 

46 


148/2 


00 

19 

60 


148/1 


00 

20 

33 


16 

P 

00 

44 

02 


15 


Cart Track 


00 40 31 
00 07 88 
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Taluka Anjar _ DistrictKutch _State Gujarat 


Name of Village 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

if 

ROU Area 

Ha. Ar. Sq.mt. 

l 

2 

—— 

3 

4 


3.Sinugra 

51 



00 

05 

69 

(Contd...) 

50/1 



00 

16 

86 


50/2 



00 

16 

40 


50/3 



00 

06 

29 


50/4 



00 

19 

64 


48 



00 

12 

51 


49 



00 

24 

44 

4.Mota-Nagalpar 

128 



00 

02 

97 


126/1 



00 

16 

24 


126/2 



00 

08 

03 


Trowers 182 

P 


00 

13 

80 


- 


Cart Track 

00 

03 

15 


- 


Song River 

00 

04 

50 


Trowers 182 

P 


00 

52 

39 


- 


Cart Track 

00 

04 

06 


161/2 



00 

35 

39 


161/1 



00 

00 

60 


162 



00 

31 

07 


171/1 



00 

35 

86 


171/2 



00 

22 

91 


159/2 



00 

V2 

42 


159/1 



00 

0i 

09 


173/1 



00 

29 

84 


173/2 



00 

00 

72 

, 

157/1 

P 


00 

09 

00 

# 

155 



00 

29 

79 
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00 

15 

70 


153 



00 

26 

58 
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Taluka Anjar „. DistrictKutch__ 


Name of Village Survey No 


DistrictKutch _ 

Part if Any 


270 

271 
302 
301 
300 
299 

306 

307 
308/1 
308/3 

375 


StateGujarat 

i- ■ 

ROU Area 


Ha. Ar. 



4.Mota-Nagalpar 

Trowers 182 

P 

00 

07 

58 

(Contd...) 

151 


00 

15 

94 


Trowers 182 

P 

00 

19 

28 

5.Chandroda 

251/1 


00 

03 

68 


251/2 


00 

07 

82 

6.Anjar 

Trowers 984 

P 

00 

02 

54 


158/2 


00 

40 

21 


Trowers 984 

P 

00 

10 

44 


142 


00 

39 

41 


141 


00 

08 

44 


Trowers 984 

P 

00 

49 

33 


Trowers 984 

P 

00 

87 

36 


253 

P 

00 

24 

21 


260 

P 

00 

09 

63 


266 

P 

00 

36 

53 


267 

P 

00 

27 

36 


32 54 

29 60 

41 60 

32 75 

20 45 

03 47 

17 33 

23 89 

30 94 

24 67 

24 92 

00 79 

07 31 

03 38 


374 

388/1 


P 
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Taluka :- Anjar _ DistrictKutch _ State Gujarat 


Name of Village 

Survey No 

/ 

Part if Any 

ROU Area 

Ha. 

Ar. 


i / 

2 

3 

4 

6.Anjar 

418 


00 

00 

46 

(Coiitd.) 

421 


00 

09 

37 

417 


00 

42 

84 

422 

P 

00 

90 

11 

423 


00 

40 

91 

Trowers 984 

P 

00 

01 

76 

451 


00 

21 

62 

450 

P 

00 

79 

37 

449 


00 

35 

32 

448/2 


00 

15 

60 

447/3 


00 

16 

81 

447/4 


00 

08 

38 

Trowers 984 

P 

00 

32 

38 

444/2 


00 

05 

59 

443/1 


00 

12 

65 

443/2 


00 

16 

11 

442 


00 

.28 

77 

- 

Cart Track 

00 

02 

71 

494/2 


00 

05 

57 

494/1 


00 

13 

92 

495 


00 

80 

14 

Trowers 984 

P 

00 

16 

69 

497 


00 

23 

47 

498/1 


00 

48 

01 

499 


00 

22 

03 


[No. R-31015/47/2001-O.R.-H] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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M fWfi, 1 3PTOT, 2003 

^T. 3TT. 2199 TRTOT ^ ^rfcTTO 3ffc 4 \dM^Vl ^ srfSTTOT TO 

^0 ^tfErFERI 962(1962 TO 50) (frE* ^fEt ^RT> ^WRT TOT STREET ^TW^) ^ 
^ 3 wiri (i) <£ stEEt ^ Tif *nro mzm $ ^rtcRnr sjk aTfrftro % totert 
C-^^tETT TOTT TO.3TT. 1080 TO$Et 28 TO}, 2003, Eft R^T ?> TO^RT 3 clEEl 5 3T$cT 
2003 gft 5TcET%cT ^ *ft, 3RT TO 3T^TRT ^ TOR 3T^t 3 Tjft 3 ^ 

Ee? felRl^ (ft^TFT ^fctTO TO^mE^H felEl^ c£\ >fFFJT^) gRT ^T- 

3ETf^SfnT EcT ^ EETO E ipKId TOT 4 TOT f^RT SPlR^d EcT 

TOTTO E TOT? TOT 4 TO OTfE^RT EcT E mRtoT E f?pT tj^TETT?^ ftttlE E 

TOt^R ^ foR TOE? E 3TfETO? TO 3 eEt TOE E 3PtE 3TRRT Et EtW Et Et; 

3fR TOd TOTO 3 tRrjTO[ Et jrfcMi RTOT Et cTTE® 30 3T#cT 2003 Et TOTO' TOT E 

aff ; 


3fR TT^Md!^ fEEt E TOR E vjRcTT E Et# 3TTE? TO T# §E E ; 

Efc TO? mfEroE E, TOT (EEfE?? Et TOT 6 Et TOTRT (1) E 3T#T EEt? TORR Et 

TOft REE E E t; 

3Tk EEt? TORR E TOT REE TR fE?R TOR R TORT ER TO TORTH E RtE TO fE 
TV^cTRE ftwf ^TlE E feF? TOT ijfE EtRRT E,toE TOTT? E 3TfE?JR TO 3 REt TO^ TO 
fERTTO fR?T t ; 

3RT: 3T?, EEt? TORR TOT 3?fEfRT? ?>t TOT 6 ?^t TOTRT (1) gRT TO ?[f ?^ fi TO TOTT? 
TOrl gq TO ^TW TO^ t % ^f^JTOT ^ TOR SEpjrft ^ t^f^Tf^ ^T 3 Ml^eil^ ’ 
f^BET ?> feR TOTET ^ Sf&TTO TO toEt %?T TOT t ; 

3fR TOTO TOT 3Tf^TTO ?5t HRT 6 ?>t TOTRT (4) 5RT TOtT TO JT?Et TOR* 

IE ^T^ l^T WTeTT?^ ^BET ?>' fcTE TOT ‘ijft 4 TOTEt TO 3TfETO?, ^T ^t qu || 

^ 3EET?ET Zn\ dEE? ^Et TOER 4 Plffkl ^ z£\ ?RR ffeElEt ^ ^TOT, 

?Tf^? fife f^TOTO^T fefifcs (fl^RTR ^rfeTTO chKMl^H fcf ft^ 4 

?En i • 





: a=FT^T 2, 2003/3TP**ni, 1925 
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gf y rf ra : W E Tcfl fvfetT: VT: Bf^mi 



^O 

rio 


dsruci 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3ft*7 

204 

127/14 

1 

0-1 


221 

231 

- 

0-3 



247 

1 

1 -9 



865 

- 

0-7 


309 

292 

- 

0-2 


311 

386 

- 

0-2 



93/8 

1 

1 -0 



93/8 

2 

1 -2 



93/9 

2 

0-13 


[■^r. a, 3TK-31015/6/2002—3Tt.3tR-11 ] 
3 >*iR, 


New Delhi, the 1st August, 2003 

S; 0.2199.— Whereas by notttication of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O.1080, dated the 28 th March, j2003 published in the 
Gazette of India, dated the 5 th April, 2003 issued under under sub-section (1) of section 3 of 
the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines^Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962^(50 
of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for transportation of crude oil from crude oil 
terminal at Mundra Port in the State of Gujarat to Bathinda in the State of Punjab through 
Mundra-Bathinda crude oil pipeline by Guru Gobind Singh Refineries Limited (a subsidiary 
of Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited); 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public on 
the 30 th April 2003; 
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And whereas no objections were received from the public to the laying of the pipeline; 

And whereas the competent authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, 
submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land is required for laying pipelines, has decided to acquire the right of 
user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified 
in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline^ 

And flirt her. in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land for laying 
the pipelines shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of 
publication of the declaration, in the Guru Gobind Singh Refineries Limited (a subsidiary of 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited) free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehell : Dabwali _ District: Slrea _ State : Haryana 


Name of Village 

Hadbast 

No. 

Khasra 

No. 

Part 

Hissa No. 

(If any) 

Extent 

Kanat - Marla 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Odhan 

204 

127/14 

1 

0-1 

Ghukanwali 

221 

231 

- 

0-3 



247 

1 

1 -9 



865 

- 

0-7 

Jagmaiwali 

309 - 

292 

- 

0-2 

Hassu 

311 

30t 

- 

0-2 


e 

♦ 

93/8 

1 

1 -0 



93/8 

2 

1-2 



93/9 

2 

__ - 

0-13 


[No. R-31015/6/2002-0.R-111 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 



















[*?FT 11-^33*5 3(ii)] 


gprer 2, 2003/aPy j ni > 1925 5479 

< 5 * 

^ fe'dl, 1 3T T T??[, 2003 

*1 an. 2200 -<£#S >H*fcK * 3ifa *lPlR (TjPt ti WjRT S> 3ff^R Sd 

3T^T) CHWOT1962(1962 S>T 50) (f^t 4*dld dSd aifilf^PT S5ST W t ) 3?t 

EJTO 3 gft WTRT (l) S> 3I$d RI$ Sft dt ^IRd dWR cfc ^rfoRFT gfhT Hhpicl^ *i^uel<4 
*IRd S> TRRTd dl^t'Q 20 vjdlt 2002 3 M<*>tRld 3lPR|dSI d. SS.3IT. 2357 dl^Rs 17 
ujcfT^ 2002 £RI vRT 3lfiKjddT % dePS 3RJ^ft 3 RPlR*e ^ 7 ftf^S ffe 
fitflfes- (fogMH Y^foRFT eftK^H fclflfes S$t SRT ^T-’Tf^I OTf^cT £ef 

WTRI^T nfefTsSnr S> BTRRF £ TpRRT 4 JfSF SrRT f&d 3Hlf^r etc! dTOm WTS 
it Tjfeo^r dS> OTf^cT ctcf S> 4R4BS S? foR f^5pRS> ti foR dH<uln 

^ Slftt^R ^ 3RpT SR^t ^ 3TTCRT S>t dr™ Sft *ft; 

3fR dS^T dd^Bld SlPRjRHT Sft SlfcRlT RRdT S?I dl3<a 20 *TT5 2003 sY d4ci<*T SRT 3f 

^ 4f ; * ; - 

3ft7 Ml$4dUH fasti S> d*RT % vjRRTT ^ JTTCT 3JlM W WT MlRtarcl SRI '*”** *W ^ 

f^SR SR feRJT W ^fR d% SH^silcl SR fell W £ ; 

affc w % dsd tftitim s5t grci 6 s5t dwd (1) ti' stiti srt 

anrft Mi $ 3t t; 

3jfa ^Ur ^RS)R SS dSd Mi TR Mr SRY ^ STSId 3ft* SB dWS BT Rift SrftR dSd 
■Jjfft i IT ^dTB d fftmft ^ fen? anl%d t.dd^r dssts ^ 3ffim>R SjT 3nfr ^ti 
f^sr t; 

3Id: 3TS, RRS>R, dSd SlRlPlSS S>t SRT 6 S^t dM^lKl (1) SRI ?lfsdst 5RltS 

SRct tiftRl SRcft tfaW$ 3rf^tRT ^ ^TeFS 3TJ^ # RPlR^d ^Pt ^ 4l§4ell^ 

^ fcpr vjTpjtS S>T 3#SS? 3rf^Rf faw RIdT t; 

> 

3fR MR dSd 3TprPRFT sft SRI 6 S^t dWRT (4) SRI JTSd 

^ ^ft f f^ORt ^ dSd ^ dSd 'JJPt 3 dSSFT S7T 3 iPISjR ^ 

fcflqui l ^ 3TS>T7R Sft dRPj S5t ^RSTR 4 PlRd S^t SRF? ^T*ft PeeFlPl % ^Sd 

^5 Prf^s Rib fofaz {fa^m ^rRm ^rmY^rt ferP&s s5t dn^Ftt) 4 

Prftd bRit i 


2022 G(/ 03—14 
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[■W.U 3TR-31015/l0/2002-3ft.3m-ll] 


New Delhi, the 1st August, 2003 

S. 0.2200.- Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.0.2357 dated the 17 th July 2002, issued under under 
sub-section (I) of sectioni 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User m Land) Act, 1962^(50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), published in 
t t azette of India dated the 20 July 2002, the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipelinejfor transportation of crude oil from crude oil 
termma 1 at Mundra Port in the State of Gujarat to Bathinda in the State of Punjab through 
Mundra-Bathmda crude oil pipeline by Guru Gobind Singh Refineries Limited (a subsidiary 
or Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited); 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public on 
the 29 March 2003; 

And whereas, the objections received from the public to the laying of the pipeline have 
eb duly considered and disallowed by the competent authority; 

And whereas the competent authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act 
submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipelines, has decided to acquire the 
right of user therein; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the 
said Act the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified 
m t ie Schedule appended to this notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipelined ’ 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Act. the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land for laying 
f e pipelines shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of 
pu hcation of the declaration, in the Guru Gobind Singh Refineries Limited (a subsidiary of 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited) free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluka Rapar 

DistrictKutch 

State Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

ROU Area 


Ha. 

Ar. 

Sq.mt. 

1 

2 

3 

4 


1. Bhimasar 

944/1 


00 

08 

50 

944/2 


00 

09 

88 

945/1 


00 

02 

72 

946 

P 

00 

29 

27 

947 

P 

00 

10 

41 

947 

P 

00 

09 

75 

951/3 

P 

00 

12 

82 

938/3 


00 

09 

25 

938/1 


00 

05 

22 

938/2 


00 

19 

44 

937 


00 

31 

25 

921 


00 

62 

92 

913/2 


00 

03 

22 

913/1 


00 

15 

10 

912/3 


00 

*21? 

00 

912/2 


00 

12 

33 

909/1 


00 

06 

39 

909/2 


00 

25 

84 

910 


00 

05 

78 

908/2 


00 

10 

09 

908/3 


00 

14 

73 

907 


00 

11 

42 

- 

906 


00 

11 

17 

- 

Nala 

00 

06 

09 

Trowers 2220/1 

P 

00 

16 

48 

718 

P 

00 

00 

69 

719 


00 

15 

14 

• 

Nala 

00 

01 

21 

720 


00 

19 

89 

721 


00 

32 

22 


2022 G1/03—15 
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Taluka Rapar 

DistrictKutch 

State :• Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

ROU Area 

Ha. 

Ar. 

Sq.mt 

i 1 

2 

3 

/ 

4 


1. Bhimasar 

722 


00 

22 

00 

(Contd...) 

- 

Cart Track 

00 

01 

71 


795/2 


00 

03 

75 


793 


00 

00 

10 


728/2 


00 

22 

28 


728/1 

P 

00 

20 

18 


729 

P 

00 

19 

50 


729 

P Cart Track 

00 

00 

66 


735/4 


00 

12 

12 


Trowers 2220/1 

P 

00 

54 

47 


790/1 


00 

36 

80 


781/1 


00 

07 

94 


781/2 


00 

04 

07 


782 

P 

00 

01 

81 


Trowers 2220/1 

P 

00 

34 

67 


780 

P 

00 

31 

15 


Trowers 2220/1 

P 

00 

31 

62 


809/1 


00 

02 

08 


810/4 


00 

01 

14 


810/2 


00 

14 

31 


810/1 


00 

19 

38 


Trowers 2220/1 

P 

00 

11 

28 


812/1 

P 

00 

16 

71 


814/1 

P 

00 

14 

45 


814/2 


00 

15 

32 


814/3 


00 

09 

72 


819 


00 

33 

01 


826 


00 

29 

99 


825 


00 

16 

00 


824/3 


00 

00 

13 


827/1 


00 

16 

59 
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Taluka :* Rapar 

District > Kutch 

StateGujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

ROU Area 

Ha. 

At. 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 J 

1. Bhimasar 

827/3 


00 

03 

22 

(Contd...) 

827/2 

P 

00 

08 

84 


828/1 

P 

00 

21 * 

32 


828/2 


00 

07 

20 


829 

P 

00 

08 

95 


836/1 

P 

00 

00 

72 


836/4 


00 

11 

48 


836/3 


00 

08 

28 


835/1 

P 

00 

19 

04 


835/2 


00 

03 

10 

* 

834/1 


00 

11 

20 

■» 

834/3 

P 

00 

00 

73 


843/1 


00 

09 

54 


843/2 


00 

13 

63 * 


844 


00 

01 

41 


845/3 


00 

17 

60 

- 

845/2 


00 

31 

00 

/ 

845/1 


00 

01 

56 


850/1 


00 

00 

40 


851* 

P 

00 

00 

10 


853/4 


00 

20 

58 


853/3 


00 

04 

28 


853/2 


00 

06 

44 


855/2 


00 

06 

61 


855/1 


00 

05 

87 


856/1 


vv 

11 

23 


857/3 


00 

04 

72 


857/2 

P 

00 

16 

28 


857/1 


GO 

02 

48 
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Taluka Rapar 

District 

Kutch 

State 

Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

ROU Area 


Ha. 

Ar. 

|sq.mt| 

i 

2 

3 

r - 4 

1. Bhimasar 

841 



00 

03 

54 

(Contd...) 

859 



00 

36 

28 

861/2 



00 

02 

22 

860/1 



00 

19 

32 

- 


Nala 

00 

04 

52 

Trowers 2220/1 

P 


00 

11 

09 

-■ 


Cart Track 

00 

02 

67 

2191/1 



00 

07 

38 

2191/2 



00 

17 

49 

2190/2 



00 

01 

50 

2190/1 



00 

25 

29 

- 


River 

00 

11 

64 

2185/2 

P 


00 

36 

89 

2185/1 



00 

07 

49 

2183/2 

P 


00 

15 

22 

2182 



00 

16 

80 

- 


Cart Track 

00 

01 

06 

2180/1 



00 

04 

87 

2179/4 

P 


00 

04 


2179/3 



00 

11 

86 

2179/2 



00 

03 

44 

2179/1 



00 

07 

78 

2178/1 

P 


00 

14 

12 

2175/2 



00 

09 

86 

2173/1 



00 

11 

34 

2167 



00 

12 

17 

2169 

P 


00 

22 

90 

2161/4 



00 

04 

96 

2162/1 



00 

05 

87 

- 


Cart Track 

00 

02 

92 
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Taluka :- Rapar_ DistrictKutch State Gujarat 


Name of Village 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

ROU Area 

Ha. Ar. Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 


1. Bhimasar 

2154/3 

P 


00 

11 

17 

(Contd...) 

2152/1 



00 

20 

62 


2152/2 



00 

01 

36 


2146/1 



00 

03 

96 


2146/2 

P 


00 

14 

80 


2144/1 



00 

12 

41 


2144/2 



00 

11 

09 


- 


Cart Track 

00 

01 

21 


2129/1 



00 

08 

38 


2129/2 



00 

02 

62 


2130/1 

P 


00 

08 

51 


2130/2 

P 


00 

18 

69 


- 


Cart Track 

00 

01 

11 


2125/1 

P 


00 

11 

73 


2122/3 



00 

16 

06 


2119/2 



00 

00 

11 


2116/2 



00 

04 

32 


2115/1 



00 

20 

45 




Cart Track 

00 

02 

47 


2106/1 

P 


00 

18 

24 


2110/1 



00 

00 

84 


2107/1 



00 

15 

29 


2211 



00 

10 

68 


2210 



00 

06 

16 


2056/1 

P 


00 

05 

22 


2056/2 

P 


00 

01 

51 


2055/4 



00 

06 

01 


2055/6 



o 

o 

§ 

08 

09 
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Taiuka Rapar DistrictKutch State Gujarat 


Name of Village 

Survey No 

Part if Any 

ROU Area 

Ha. 

Ar. 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. Bhimasar 

2055/8 


00 

05 

05 

(Contd...) 

2055/7 


00 

04 

19 

2054/6 


00 

04 

20 

2054/4 

P 

00 

04 

85 

2054/5 

P 

00 

12 

82 

2054/3 

P 

00 

05 

67 

2053/6 


00 

05 

24 

2053/5 


00 

10 

95 

2052/2 


00 

01 

89 

2052/1 


00 

12 

49 

2052/5 


00 

00 

51 

2051/3 

P 

00 

00 

96 

2051/2 

P 

00 

14 

15 

2050/3 


00 

16 

80 

2049/4 


00 

00 

33 

2049/3 


00 

06 

31 

2049/2 


00 

28 

49 

2048/1 


00 

15 

74 

2046/2 


00 

22 

02 

2045 


00 

13 

93 

2044 


00 

13 

08 

2043/1 


00 

24 

81 

2041/1 


00 

13 

29 

2041/2 


00 

00 

36 

2040/2 

P 

00 

75 

13 

2039/1 


00 

14 

60 

2038/5 


00 

01 

83 

2038/4 


00 

02 

88 

2038/3 


00 

04 

65 

2038/2 


00 

09 

25 

2037/4 

P 

00 

19 

44 

2037/2 


00 

00 

08 

Trowers 2220/1 

P 

00 

03 

81 


[No. R-31015/10/2002-O.R.-II] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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^ ftrjvft, 2 ■^cTf t 2003 

1ST. 3TT. 2201.--3fodtfw 3Tf^R, 1947 

(1947 ^FJT 14) ^ ^Kf 17 % 31 jtpyi % ^^14 tU^i< 3TRTT 
% 7W15 fa 41^^’ «=f)4*=bi<f % 

3T 5 T®T’ k T RRy 4l^Pi°n fq«3tq ^ fk<*>K aijsilfa-* 
3Tftr^7T/?rR ^TFTlcPT, % W (7K^ TT^fT 263/ 

2001) m=hP?m ^ t, ^ ^nr 02-7-2003 
^ TJFcT 13JT «n I 

[4. RcT-12025/1/2003-3Tl£ aiR(-^Ml)] 
3p3Pt 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S. O. 2201. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 263/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Hyderabad as shown in the annexurc 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Andhra Bank and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 02-7-2003. 

[No. L-12025/1/2003-IR(B-II)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri E. Ismail, B. Sc., LL.B., Presiding Officer 

Dated the 9th day of June, 2003 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE, L.C.I.D. NO. 263/2001 

(Old I. D. No. 73/2000 Transferred from Labour 
Court-I, Hyderabad) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri D. Srinivasa Rao, H. No. 9-42-8, K. T. Road, 
Kothapef, Behind Nehru Statue, Vijayawada- 
520001. ...Petitioner 

AND 

1. The Assistant General Manager, (Disciplinary 
Matters) and Appellate Authority, Andhra Bank, 
Head Office, Bank Street, Koti, Hydrabad-500001. 

2. The Chief Manager (Disciplinary Authority), 
Andhra Bank, Zonal Office, Guntur 

. .Respondents 


APPEARANCES : 


For the Petitioner 

: M/s. M. V Rama Rao and 
K. Ravi, Advocates. 

For the Respondent 

: M/s. S. Udayachalarao, 
S. Lavanya Lakshmi, 
S. Vikramkaditya Babu & 
S. Mujib Kumar, Advocates. 


AWARD 


This case I. D. No. 73/2000 is transferred from 
Labour Court-I, Hyderabad in view of the Government of 
India, Ministry of Labour’s Order No. H-l 1026/1/2001- 
IR(C-II) dated 18-10-2001 and renumbered in this Court 
as L.C.I.D. No. 263/2001. This is a case taken under Sec, 
2A(2) of the I. D. Act, 1947 in view of the judgement of 
the Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported 
in W. P. No. 8395 of 1989 dated 3-8-1995 between 
Sri U. Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India 
and two others and notices were issued to the parties. 

2. The brief facts of the case are: That the Petitioner 
was appointed as sub-staff on temporary basis in the year 
1975. After working for three years he was confirmed in 
the year 1978. 

3. While he was working as sub-staff at Mangalagiri 
branch oFGuntur Zone a charge sheet dated 20-2-98 was 
issued to him by the 2nd Respondent namely Chief 
Manager (Disciplinary Authority) Andhra Bank, Zonal 
Office Guntur, alleging that he was unauthorisedly absent 
from duty since 19-1-98 to 31-3-98 on winch date he joined 
duty and submitted his leave application along with a 
doctor certificate. As the Respondents were not satisfied 
with the explanation and Enquiry Officer was appointed 
and enquiry was conducted which was not properly 
conducted. Enquiry Officer held the charges proved. He 
was awarded with a punishment of dismissal from service 
by letter No. 426/20/65 dated 28-11-1998. The dismissal 
order was also not served as he was undergoing treatment 
at Guntur. When he came to know of the dismissal order 
he preferred an appeal on 8-4-99 to the first Respondent 
contending that he was absent from duty on medical 
ground and that he was forced to absent himself on certain 
days due to his ill-health. Without considering the same 
the major punishment was imposed on him. The appeal 
was also dismissed but however, the punishment of 
dismissal was modified to that of compulsory retirement. 
In fact, it is a removal from service. Even assuming that it 
is an act of misconduct imposing a punishment of 
dismissal/compulsory retirement is highly disproportionate 
to the misconduct alleged. It is submitted that the Petitioner 
is having a large family to support and his children are 
studying in colleges and if lie is thrown out of employment 
for absence for reasons beyond control of the Petitioner 
he and his family will be put to irreparable loss. Hence, 
he may be directed to be reinstated. 
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4. In the counter it was stated that he was 
unauthorised!)' absent on as many as six occasions and 
awarded various punishments of stoppage of increments 
for six months several times, reduction of pay by two 
stages. In all he was absent for a total period of 798 days. 
On 4-12-93 he was sanctioned extraordinary leave for 
365 days out of total 13 years of service. The enquiry' 
was fairly conducted. In fact the Appellate Authority took 
a lenient view and modified the punishment of dismissal 
into one of compulsory retirement. Para 19.7 of the 
Bipartite Settlement has no application in the case of the 
Petitioner. The Petitioner is a chronic, willful, 
unauthorized absentee, who by his unauthorized absence 
for long spells caused dislocation of the work in the 
branch Hence, the petition may be dismissed. 

5. Arguments were heard about the validity of 
domestic enquiry and this Court by an order dated 
20-11-2002 held that the domestic enquiry is validly 
conducted. 

6. Only question before me is whether this is a 
suitable case to invoke Sec. 11A of the I D. Act. 

7 . The Learned Counsel for the Petitioner submits 
what all he lias mentioned in the petition and further added 
that a lenient view maybe taken otherwise the Petitioner 
and his family will be without any means to live. 

8 T he Learned Counsel for the Respondent submits 
that as it is already given in record that for 13 years of his 
service he was absent unauthorisedly for 798 days. No 
mercy need be shown to him. He also relied on 2003 
1 CLR 989 Supreme Court, Maan Singh Vs. Union of 
India and others where a Constable first took medical 
leave for 3 days which was extended by 7 days but later 
he did not report and he was absent without leave. 
Ultimately the Supreme Court also dismissed the appeal 
confirming his dismissal order. 

9. It may be seen that in the chargesheet his previous 
absence, punishment all are mentioned and as all those 
things are mentioned in the charge sheet they will also 
have to be taken into consideration. In fact all these have 
been brought in the enquiry about various punishments. 
From the counter it is clear that he has been unauthorisedly 
absent from duty for a total period of 790 days that is 
more than 2 years. 1 think if such chronic absenteeism is 
condoned, it will be a misplaced sympathy. It is not a 
matter of one or two occasions but number of occasions 
and he has been given number of chances. Hence, the 
order of compulsory retirement as modified by Appellate 
Authority is just and correct and does not warrant any 
interference from this Court. Hence, the Petitioner is not 
entitled to any relief. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal 
Assistant transcribed by her corrected and pronounced 


by me in the Open Court on this the 9th dav of June 
2003. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 

APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for the 
the Petitioner Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

^ fVcrtl, 2 2003 

^T. 37T. 2202.—fqqiq 1947 (1947 

14) RRT 17 % ^ 

sFK % % 7K3; fdhl'Wi % 

i«NT^ % T T*4R (3K4 WIT 179/ 
2002 ) ^ t, ^ 3733513 02-7-2003 

37F7T ^/3TT 2TT I 

[ 37. TTyT-34011/3/2000- . 3TR. ( TTR ) ] 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2202.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 179/ 
2002) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Hyderabad as shewn in the annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Visakhapatnam Port Trust and their 
workman, w hich was received by the Central Government 
on 02-7-2003. 

[No. L-3401 l/3/2000-IR(M)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

Present 

Shri E. Ismail, Presiding Officer 

Dated the 9th June, 2003 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE, NO. 179/2002 

(Old I. D. No. 25/2000 Transferred from Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Visakhapatnam) 
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BETWEEN: 

The General Secretary, 

Visakhapatnam Harbour & 

Port Workers Union, 

D. No. 26-26-27, Harbour 

Approach Road, Visakhapatnam. .. .Petitioner 

AND 

The Chairman, 

Visakhapatnam Port Trust, 

Visakhapatnam. .. .Respondent 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Petitioner : Sri B. V. Rao, Authorised 
representative 

For the Respondent : M/s. A. Krishanam Raju, G. 

Dinesh Kumar & G. V. N. 
Babu, Advocates. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its order No. L-3401 l/3/2000-lR(M) dated 
4-7-2000 referred the following dispute under 
section 10(1)(d) of the I.D. Act, 1947 for 
adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 
Court, Visakhapatnam between the management of 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust and their workmen 
which has been transferred to this Tribunal in view 
of Government of India, Ministry of Labour's Order 
No. H-l 1026/1/2001-IR(C. II) dated 18-10-2001 
bearing No. ITID 25/2000. The reference is : 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the seniority list published by the 
management of Visakhapatnam Port Trust in order No. 
14456 dated 24-11-1998 keeping S/Shri R. Sree Ramulu, 
K. Raja Rao, S. Mohana Rao, B. Varada Raju and Y. 
Venkata Rao, Motor Mechanics Grade-11 as seniors over 
S/Shri J. Aseerwadam, D. Kollayya, K. Siva Rao, Komma 
Venkata Rao Ch. Suryanarayana, M. Naidu and G. Ch. 
Y. Naidu cancelling order No. 105 dated 22-7-1996 which 
is under challenge by the Visakhapatnam Harbour & Port 
Workers Union is legal and/or justified ? If not, to what 
relief the concerned union is entitled ? 

The reference is renumbered in this Tribunal as 

I. D. No. 179/2002 and notices issued to the parties. 

2. The Petitioner union filed a claim statement 
stating that the union was registered in the year 1936 and 
ever since functioning as a leading bargaining agent, 
representing a substantial segment of workforce in the 
management establishment by contributing their share for 
the prosperity, development and growth of this Core 
Sector Establishment by maintaining industrial peace 
throughout. All the seven workmen whose seniority issue 
has been referred are union members and are continuing 


in service since last three decades. Their details are given 
in the schedule. 

3. The management establishment is an autonomous 
body corporate namely Visakhapatnam Port Trust and is 
established by Central Government under Section 3 of 
the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. The Chairman and 
Deputy Chairman are full time Central Government 
servants and the Trustees of the Board are appointed by 
Central Government, serving part time on the Board 
representing various Central and State Government 
Departments, trade and commerce connecting with Port 
operations and also the labour employed in the Port. The 
Honorary President of the union is also represented at 
Trustee on the Board of Trustees. The Board of Trustees 
is the Governing Body and is empowered to make 
regulations/rules by delegated authority under Section 123 
of the Act. The Chairman of the Board of Trustees is 
competent authority in the administration of all the 
employees through statutory obligation under sub-section 
(2) of Section 22 of the Act. That the size and importance 
is emphasized to high light .the employee relations that 
the Respondent is required to maintain, under this, 
background of public importance. 

4. That all the service regulations meant for the 
employees have been framed by Central Government 
G.S.R. 324 (annexure fourteen) are Visakhapatnam Port 
employees (regular recruitment, seniority and promotion) 
Regulations, 1964. They are mandatory service rules. 
Contravention is illegal and is fundamental violation. 
Regulation 11 prescribed procedure of maintaining 
seniority amongst permanent employees. Regulation 4 
guarantees gradation of seniority, Regulation 6 ensures 
procedure of substantive appointment. Regulation 7 
dictates procedure of filling up of vacancies. So also 
Regulation 16 ensures formation and function of 
Departmental promotion committee. It is violation of 
these Regulations by Respondent management, by taking 
law into their own hands by the Department heads, 
changing seniority rating abruptly and arbitrarily, contrary 
to Regulations, to suit the vested interests, which in turn 
caused substantial damage to the career and employment 
conditions to the Petitioner union members, brought this 
dispute before this Hon’ble Tribunal praying justice. 

5. That it is incumbent upon the management, 
statutorily imposed under Section 23 of Major Port Trust s 
Act, that the Respondent is required to maintain a 
‘'Schedule of Employees” and which Schedule requires 
sanction of Central Government. Thus, any change in the 
service condition of workmen requires prior approval 
from Central Government. That all the Petitioners (of the 
union) who have been put in a continuous service, ranging 
30 to 20 years in Group A' of the Schedule, are several 
years senior to the workmen under Group B’, whose 
dispute has been referred to this Hon'ble Tribunal. The 
said seniority has already been fixed confirmed and 
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published by Respondent in the year 1991, upon merger 
ol grades and cadres, upon abolition of steam craft, 
gradully replacing it with Diesel Craft in the Floating 
Section of Mechanical Engineering Department. The 
cadre wide seniority "inter-se” in this F C. Section is 
maintained under G.S.R. 324 Regulations Contravening 
these statutory norms, the Respondent changed the 
seniority rating abruptly and arbitrarily, without obtaining 
prior permission from Central Government, to the 
detriment of the union members under Group ‘A’ in the 
Schedule. This action is illegal, mala fide besides violation 
of Rules and Regulations and therefore cannot be justified. 
The said contravention calls for interference by this 
Dou ble Tribunal. 

7. That their subsequent representation before 
management led them nowhere. Frustrated, the union took 
the matter into conciliation and the resultant reference 
by central government through Ministry'of Labour Order 
No. L-3401 l/3/200()-IR(M) dated 4-7-2000 (the Schedule 
to the order reads as above in para 1 of this Award). That 
the Petitioner union respectfully submits that changing 
the seniority rate is illegal, mala fide and abritrary and 
the said action caused substantial damage to the 
Petitioners service condition, and thus their seniority be 
restored as it stood originally. Therefore, it is prayed to 
declare l he impugned action of the Respondent changing 
their seniority rating of the Petitioner workmen, 
represented by union through the order dated 24-11-1998 
is illegal, mala fide by ab initio void and cannot be justified 
and consequently direct the Respondent to maintain the 
seniority schedule as is existing in office order No. 
CMF/E/A/105 dated 22-7-1996, with their respective 
seniority lor ill ling-up the existing promotion posts and 
[>ass such other order or orders as this Hou'ble Tribunal 
deems fit and proper in the interest of justice. 

8 A counter was filed. That all service regulations 
meant for employees such as Visakhapalnam Port Trust 
(recruitment, seniority and promotion) Regulations, 1964 
were made under the provisions of Major Port Trust Act, 

1 963 and these regulations came into effect w.e.f. 28-2- 
1964. All these changes were made according to these 
provisions and there is no violation in this regard. That 
the schedule employees is different from seniority lists. 
Schedule of employees contains strength of the employees 
in each cadre in various departments and sections. The 
Respondent Board is the authority for approval of 
schedule of employees and seniority lists, with the 
approval of the Respondent only, changes if any be 
required will be made. In the present case also, the 
approval of seniority list vide O.O., No. 14456 dated 
24-1 1 -9H . Allegations made in para 6 of the claim 
statement are all denied and this Respondent submits that 
nil the employees referred in the Petitioners’ union may 
have put in continuous service from 22-30 years in the 
cadre of fittcr-Gr. II and not in the cadre of MM-Gr. II. 


On abolition/decommission of the Steam Crafts replacing 
in the FC Section, the staff in Steam Crafts became surplus 
and re-deployed on Diesel Crafts in consultation with the 
unions and on taking the approval of the Respondent. 
After the approval of the Respondent who is competent 
and accordingly the seniority was fixed as agreed in the 
minutes of meeting with the representatives of all the 
Unions, and the Petitioner is one among them. This 
Respondent further submits that the Union meeting was 
held on 14-2-91, where in CME clarified that the seniority 
of the incumbents in the Steam Pool has to be continued 
from the date of their transfer and appointment in the 
Diesel Pool. This was agreed by all the unions including 
the Petitioner’s union also. So, this Respondent taken 
action legally valid and not violated any rules and 
regulations. The claim is filed with baseless allegations. 
Hence, the Petition should be dismissed. 

9. Sri V. Ch. Masen, General Secretaiy of the union 
examined himself as WW1. He deposed that the dispute 
is raised by their union and it was not settled at the 
conciliation level. Hence, the government made the 
reference vide Ex. W1 dt. 18-11-1999, which is minutes 
of conciliation proceedings held before Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C), Visakhapatnam. Ex. W2 dated 
4-12-98 is the union’s representation before management, 
Ex. W3 is dated 7-12-98 union’s representation before 
ALC(C). Ex. W4 is the notice to all parties before the 
ALC(C). Ex. W5 dated 22-2-99 is the managemeAf s reply 
before ALC(C). Ex. W6 dated 29-6-87 management’s 
office order. Ex. W7 management’s letter to union with 
minutes of meeting. Ex. W8 is management’s office order. 
Ex. W9 dated 31-12-94 relevant extracts from seniority 
list. Ex. W10 dated 29-5-96 management’s order of 
approval of seniority. Ex. Wll dated 22-5-96 is 
management’s office order of revised seniority list. 
Ex. W12 dated 24-11-98 is management’s order changing 
seniority cancelling earlier order. Ex. W13 is 
management’s order of changed seniority. Ex. W14 dated 
29-2-1964 V.P.T.E. (R, S & P) Regulations, 1964. 
Ex. W15 is relevant extracts from the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963. Ex. W16 is the proceedings framed by the 
Respondent for filling up the posts of Motor Mechanical 
Grade-I and other resultant vacancies in the FC section. 
Proceedings dated 10-5-2000. The Respondent 
management also promoted three other workmen who are 
juniors to the Petitioners. Ex. W17 is the schedule attached 
to the claim petition showing the seniority of Group ‘A’ 
workmen over the Group B' workmen and the workmen 
shown in the Group B' of the Schedule are promoted 
ignoring the claims of Group 'A’ workmen subsequent 
to the filing of the claim statement of workmen’s union. 
Prayer is that the seniority of Group ‘A’ workmen in 
Ex. W17 maybe maintained. 

10. In the cross examination, he deposed that the 
workmen shown in Group ‘A’ Ex. W17 are the mergers 
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who are deployed from Steam Craft to Diesel Craft. It is 
true that the workmen shown in Group ‘B’ in Ex. W17 
are the incumbents in the diesel pool. It is not true to say 
that as per alleged A’ Group schedule are promoted as 
MM-II in diesel pool. It is true that in the meeting of the 
unions on 14-2--1991 the seniority of incumbent in steam 
pool and their appointment in the diesel pool are 
discussed. He does not know if the management issued 
any notification dated 3-4-94 fixing the seniority of 
existing staff. It is not true to say that mergers shown in 
Group 4 A' in Ex. W 1 7 are shown as juniors to Group ‘B’ 
workers contained in Ex. W17. It is true that the 
notification dated 3-4-1991 shown to him was issued in 
pursuance of the minutes held on 14-2-91 by all the unions 
with the management. It is true that Group "A’ workmen 
are shown as juniors to Group ‘B’ workmen as per the 
notification dated 3-4-91. Ex. Ml is the notification dated 
3 - 4 _ 1991 together with the existing seniority list of motor 
mechanic Grade-II. It is true that the seniority list as in 
1991 is the same as even today. It is not true to say that in 
case of decommission workmen will be retrenched. It is 
true that the workmen in the steam craft were redesignated 
as MM Grade-II in diesel craft when the same was wound 
up. In the year 1996 the seniority under 105 of the order 
dated 22-7-96 is changed as shown in Ex. W14. 
Visakhapatnam Port Employees Union raised a dispute 
before the ALC(C), Visakhapatnam questioning the same. 
The ALC(C) advised to settle the matter at local level. 
On 24-1 1-98 the Respondent held a meeting that the 
representatives of Visakhapatnam Port Employees Union 
a nd confirmed the seniority based on the notification dated 
3-4-91. It is true that they raised a dispute taking 
advantage of the order 105 dated 22-7-96. In the re¬ 
examination he deposed that their union is a negotiating 
union since 1936. The management never communicated 
any communication stating that it committed a mistake. 

11. Sri Putta Sankar, Foreman, Chief Mechanical 
Engineering Department, Visakhapatnam Port Trust 
deposed as WW2. He deposed that right from the 
beginning he is working in CME Department. He was 
demoted as charge-man. He was awarded punishment 
twice. Once he was punished because he did not work 
according to contract, second time he participated in 
strike. When he was Assistant Foreman he did not 
maintain diesel Log Books. After his becoming foreman 
lie maintained Log Books. Till today Log books are being 
maintained. The Log books are available with the 
Department. He cannot say who is the senior in the 
Department. In the cross examination he stated that the 
Log Books wifi oe destroyed as per the government orders 
after lapse of time. Log book will not show seniority. 
Log books of 1991 and 1992 are not traced out and he is 
not-awafe whether they are destroyed or not. 

12. Sri S. MuthyalaRao, Personnel Officer, deposed 
that he Is working as Personnel Officer in Visakhapatnam 


Port Trust in Mechanical Engineering Department. 
Ex. Ml is the order dated 3-4-91 which is a transfer order 
of the staff from steam crafts to the diesel crafts based on 
the decision taken in the meeting held on 14-2-91 that all 
the unions including claimant’s union. Basing on the order 
dated 3-4-91 the seniority list enclosed and was prepared 
and intimated to all the unions as per the procedure in 
vogue. Ex. M2 is the certified copy of the minutes of the 
proceedings dated 8-11-97 held in between the 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust Employees Union and 
Manager (Operations). Ex. M3 is the certified copy of 
the letter dated 27-10-98 issued by Manager (Operations) 
addressed to Chief Mechanical Engineer restoring the 
^original seniority as shown in Ex. ML Ex. M4 is the 
certified copy of the order dated 24-11-98 showing the 
seniority list as per Ex. Ml. Ex. M5 is the internal order 
dated 1 - 8-2000 showing the seniority as per Ex. M4 dated 
24-11-98. Ex. M 6 is the certified copy of the Minutes of 
the meeting held on 13-8-1993 with regard to the 
decommissioning of the Tugs Visakha and D. D. Waltair 
and the staff who were w orking the decommissioned Tugs 
to be absorbed in Diesel Tugs and the staff to be 
transferred from Steam crafts to the diesel crafts are to be 
shown as juniors to the staff already existing in the diesel 
craft. In the said meeting claimant union also participated 
and agreed to the.same. Ex. M7 is the certified copy of 
the Minutes dated 14-2-91 by all the unions. Ex. Ml is in 
pursuance of Ex. M7. So the order dated 24-11-98 is 
passed basing the minutes dated 14-2-91. The claimants 
union did not dispute Ex. Ml order then and now' they 
are questioning the same as well as Ex. M4 order and 
both the orders are one and the same. In the cross 
examination he deposed that he is serving in the 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust since last 30 years. He does 
not know when the steam craft and diesel craft were 
introduced in the Port Trust. He does not know' as to w'hy 
the steam craft was decommissioned in the year 1991. 
The material evidencing the communication of the 
seniority list annexed to Ex. M1 order is not now available. 
In the year 1996 on the representation of the workmen 
they altered ihe seniority. Again, it was rectified in the 
year 1998 There was no communication of the change 
of seniority list from the year 1996 to 1998 to all the 
unions. They did not communicate the change ordered in 
1996 is done inadvertently by them to any union. Again 
the witness stated that he does not know if it is 
communicated to the unions He deified the suggestion 
that the claimants arc entitled to resets t! ! c r seniority as 
contained Ex. Wll order dated 22-7-96. In re¬ 
examination he deposed! that in Ex. M4 it is dearly stated 
that the copies are communicated to sll. 

r.t ft is argued by the Learned-Counsel for the 
Petition*) 'that all the Petitioners whose matter is referred 
by the Government of India are in Group ‘ A’ service from 
20 to 30 years and several years seniors to the workmen 
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under Group B’. The said seniority has been fixed and 
confirmed and published by Respondent in the year 1991 
upon merger of grades and cadres upon abolition of 
scheme steam craft, gradually replacing it with Diesel 
craft in the floating Section of Mechanical Engineering 
Department. The cadre wise seniority “inter-se” in this 
F.C. Section is maintained under the G.S.R. 324 
Regulations. Contravening and Statutory norms, the 
Respondent changed the seniority abruptly and orderly 
without obtaining prior permission from Central 
Government to the detriment of the union members under 
Group A’ in the Schedule and the change is illegal. He 
submits that as no notice was given it is squarely comes 
under the full Bench Judgement of the Hon’ble High 
Court reported in at page 278, 1976 Andhra Law Times 
Reports wherein it is held as follows, “So far as the second 
contention of Mr. Suryanarayna is, I am of the opinion 
that it was an error on the part of the authorities... Right 
or wrong, a certain right had been created of the Petitioner 
by the order dated 16-9-70 and when that has been taken 
away it was only proper that a show cause notice be issued 
to the Petitioner. Hence, only the ground that show cause 
notice was issued to the Petitioner before cancelling me 
order dated 16-9-70. Notice should be issued as to why 
the order dated 16-9-70 confirming the Petitioner in the 
permanent post of the typist with effect from 1-6-70 
should not be cancelled and thereafter proceed 
accordingly.” He therefore submits that only on that 
ground the reference has to be ordered in favour of the 
Petitioner. 

14. The Learned Counsel for the Respondent 
submits that Ex. Ml order was prepared with the 
consultation of ajl the members of the union, then they 
did not dispute and now they are disputing. It is submitted 
by the Personnel Officer MW 1 Mr. S. Muthyala Rao, that 
the 1991 seniority list was altered in 1996 on the 
representation of the workmen. Again it was rectified in 
the year 1998. He denied that the claimants are entitled 
to restore their seniority as contained in Ex. W11 order 
dated 22-7-96. In Ex. M4 it is mentioned [hat it is 
communicated to one and all. The Respondent 
management relied on V. K. Dubey and others Vs. Union 
of India and others (1997) 5 Supreme Court Cases page 
81 wherein their Lordships held that staff working on 
diesel side of Railways absorbed on electrical side, on 
introduction of electrical engines—seniority on electrical 
side, held to be fixed from the date of deployment on that 
side without granting benefit of service rendered.on diesel 
side because absorption saved the staff from 
retrenchment—seniority of deployed staff could not be 
fixed above the staff already working on electrical side.” 
So he submits that these persons were who worked in the 
steam crafts on abolition of steam crafts in consultation 
with the unions and on taking the approval of the 
Respondent the senority was fixed as grad^in the minutes 


of the meeting with the representatives of all the unions 
and the Petitioner union is one among them. The meeting 
was held on 14-2-1991 wherein CME clarified that the 
seniority of the incumbents in the steam pool has to be 
condemned from the date of their transfer and 
appointment in the diesel pool. As argued, the Petitioner 
union also agreed to the same and all other unions. He 
therefore submits that the reference may be answered in 
favour of the Respondent. 

15. It may be seen that Ex. W1 is the failure report 
of the conciliation officer. Ex. W2 is dated 4-12-98 a 
notice given by the union stating as follows : “(1) A 
decision was taken by the management to utilize the 
sendees of the Fitter Gr. II of the de-commissioned Steam 
Crafts in a gainful manner in consultation of the 
recognized union,. (2) It was resolved to absorb the Fitter 
Gr. II of the decommissioned Steam Crafts after re¬ 
designating them as M. M. Gr. II and absorbed in the 
Diesel Pool with the concurrence of the Chairman 
communicated vide, M(op)’s Lr. No. F/15343/86, dated 
3-4-91, (3) The seniority- of the re-designated M. M. Gr. 
II was fixed and issued to all the incumbents through 
an Order vide, CME's Order No. CME/E/A/KL, a ted 
22-7-96, (4) That their Union has representaud the 
concern of the incumbents when it was understood that 
CME is insisting action to alter the seniority for which 
the CME assured them that there is no alteration in the 
seniority of the re-designated M. M. Gr. II incumbents 
for which the sanction of the Chairman w as obtained and 
communicated, (5) All of a sudden an Order was released 
vide CME’s Order No. E/A/MM Gr. 11/98/14456, dated 
24-11-98 altering the seniority of the incumbents despite 
assurance”. That the said alteration was done in respon v 
to the decision arrived at ALC(C) without making them 
a party for the dispute before the ALC(C) and agreed to 
alter the seniority which is contrary to practice and 
procedure. Ex. W3 is another notice that the seniority is 
altered without notice. Ex. W4 is the notice from ALC(C) 
about conciliation proceedings. Ex. M2 is dated 8-11-97 
wherein it was agreed that the seniority of the existing 
staff should be protected over the merged steam staff. 
Ex. M3 is the letter to cancel the office order dated 22-7-96 
and revive the original Office Order No. CME/Ii/A 359 
dated 21-5-91. Ex. M4 is dated 24-11-96 where the change 
of seniority in the cadre of Motor Mechanic Gr. II in 
floating crafts section of Mechanical Engineering 
Department was communicated. That the seniority list 
dated 1-8-2000 is Ex, M5. Ex. M6 is the minutes of the 
meeting held on 13-8-93 where the union representatives 
also agreed to the same as follows: “the existing vacancies 
of diesel side are to be filled before absorbing the steam 
staff and the steam staff to be made juniors to the existing 
staff in the cadres”. WW1 has stated in the cross 
examination that workmen shown in Group A' of Ex 
W17 are the mergers who are deployed from steam craft 
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to diesel craft and workmen shown in Group ‘B’ in Ex. 
W17 are the incumbents at the diesel pool. It it true that 
in the meeting of the union on 14-2-91 of the union, the 
seniority of the incumbents in steam pool and their 
appointments in the diesel pool are discussed. He does 
not know if the management issued any notification dated 
3-4-91 fixing the seniority of the existing staff. It is true 
that the notification dated 3-4-91 shown to him was issued 
in pursuance of the minutes held on 14-2-91 by all the 
unions with the management. It is true that Group ‘A’ 
workmen are shown as per the notifications dated 3-4-91. 
Ex. Ml is the notification dated 3-4-91 together with the 
existing seniority list of motor mechanic Gr. II. It is true 
that the seniority list as in 1991 is the same as even today. 
It is true that the workmen in the steam craft are 
redesignated as M. M. Gr. II in diesel craft when the steam 
craft was wound up. In 1996, the seniority list was 
changed. V.P.E. Union raised the dispute before ALC(C), 
Visakhapatnam questioning the same. The Respondent 
held a meeting of the respresentatives of the V. P. E.. 
Union and confirmed the seniority list based on the 
notification dated 3-4-91. He deposed that the 
management never communicated any communication 
stating that it was a mistake. 

16. MW1 has deposed that a decision was taken to 
transfer the staff from steam craft to the diesel craft basing 
on the decision on 14-2-91 with all the unions including 
the claimant’s union. Seniority list was prepared and 
intimated to all the unions. Ex. M2 is the certified copy 
of the minutes of the meeting held before the ALC(C), 
Visakhapatnam with the V.P.E. Union. Ex. M5 is the order 
dated 1-8-2000 showing the seniority. Ex. M6 is the 
minutes of the meeting held on 13-8-93 on the subject of 
absorption of steam staff. The order dated 24-11-98 is 
passed basing on the minutes dated 16-2-91. The claimant 
union did not dispute the same and now they are 
questioning. In the year 1996 on the representation of the 
workmen they altered the seniority. Again it was rectified 
in the year 1990. 

17. It may be seen that having considered all the 
evidences before me, it is clear that all the unions 
including this union was there in 1991 when all these 
decisions were taken and even in subsequent meetings 
and now they are trying to take advantage of the 1996 
order which was inadvertently issued by the management. 
No doubt, the full Bench Judgement of the Hon’ble High 
Court cited by the Petitioner’s Counsel goes to show that 
a notice should be given even if seniority is wrongly fixed. 
But WW1 is no other than the Port Trust Employees 
General Secretary of the union admits in the cross- 
examination that on 24-11-98 the Respondent held a 
meeting with the representatives of the V.P.E. Union and 
confirmed the seniority based on the notification dated 
3-4-91. So having done so now they can not say that they 
have no notice. More so, the Judgement 1997 (5) Supreme 


Court cases page 81, cited by the Respondent Counsel is 
squarely fits in the case herein actually the staff working 
on the steam side their jobs were saved by deployment 
on diesel side. Hence, 1 do not find any merits in the case 
of the Petitioners. Hence, “it is held that the seniority list 
published by the management of Visakhapatnam Port 
Trust in order No. 14456 dated 24-1-98 is legal and 
justified and the concerned union is not entitled for any 
relief.” 

Award passed. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal 
Assistant transcribed by her corrected and pronounced 
by me on this the 9th day of June, 2003. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of Evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

WW1 : Sri V. Ch. Masen MW1: Sri M. Mutyala Rao 

WW2 : Sri Putta Sankar 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Ex. W1: Copy of minutes of conciliation proceedings 
dt. 18-11-99 

Ex. W2: Copy Lr. No. HPW/CME(FC)/64/98/1029 
dt. 4-12-98 

Ex. W3 : Copy of Lr. No. HPW/I.D./128/98/1036 
dt. 7-12-98 

Ex. W4 : Copy of Lr. No. 16/43/98-ALC dt. 4-1-99 

Ex. W5 : Copy of Lr. No. F3/VHIPW/ALC/182/99 
dt. 22-2-99 

Ex. W6 : Copy of O. O. No. CME/E/255 dt. 29-6-87 

Ex. W7: Copy of Lr. No. E/U/Meeting/91/2096 
dt. 18-2-91 

Ex. W8 : Copy of O. O. No. CME/E/A/359, dt. 3-4-91 

Ex. W9 : Copy of seniority list of Class III & IV as an 
31-12-94 

Ex. W10 : Copy of Lr. No. Fl/15343/86 dt. 29-5-96 

Ex. Wll : Copy of O. O. No. CME/E/A/I05 dt. 22-7-96 

Ex. W12 : Copy of order No. E/A/MM. Gr. 11/98/14456 
dt. 24-11-98 

Ex. WI3 : Copy of order No. CME/A/FC/SENIORITY 
LISTS/1999 dt. 1-8-2000 

Ex. W14 : Copy of ruling of Visakhapatnam Port Emp. 

(Recruitment, Seniority and Promotion) 
Regulations’ 64 

Ex. W15 : Copy of Chapters I to IV of The Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963) 
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Ex. W16 : Copy of order No. CME/E/A/FC/MM Gr. V 
2000/6103 dt. 10-10-2000 

Ex. W17 : Copy of seniority list ofF. C. Section Group 
A’ of Mechanical Engg. Department 


Documents marked for the Respondent 


Ex. 

Ml : 

Copy of O. O. No. CME/E/A/359, dt. 3-4-91 

Ex. 

M2 : 

Copy of minutes of the meeting held on 
8-11 -98 

Ex. 

M3 : 

Copy of Lr. No. F1/IR/15343/472/97 
dt. 4-10-98 

Ex. 

M4 : 

Copy of order No. E/A/MM. Gr. II/98/I4456 
dt. 24-11-98 

Ex. 

M5 : 

Copy of order No. CME/A/FC’/SENIORITY 
LI STS/1999 dt. 1-8-2000 

Ex. 

M6 : 

Copy of minutes of the meeting held on 

13-8-98 

Ex. 

M7 : 

Copy of minutes of the meeting held on 


14-2-91 
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[TT. Ryf-40025/16/2003-3Tf|. 3TTT. ( ^ ) ] 

J'CIcOm TFt RRT, 3lf^Rt 
New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S. O. 2203 —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 189/ 
2001) ol the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Cout. Hyderabad now as shown in the 
unnexurc in the Industrial Disputes between the employers 
in relation to the management of Deptt. of Telecom, and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 02-7-2003. 

[No. L-40025/ 16/2003-IR(DU)] 
K.ULDIP RAI VERM A. Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFOR THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: 

Shn E. Ismail. B. Sc., LL.B., Presiding Officer 
Dated the 31st day of May, 2003 


INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE, L.C.I.D. No. 189/2001 

(Old I. D. No. 56/2000 Transferred from Labour 
Court-Ill, Hyderabad) 

.Petitioner 

BETWEEN: 

Sri M. Srinivasulu S/o Sri Chandraiah. P. O. 

Marikal, Mahaboobnagar District. 

AND 

The General Manager, Telecom, Mahaboobnagar- 

509050, .Respondent 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Petitioner : M/s. C. Suryanarayana and 
P. V. Rao, Advocates. 

For the Respondent : Sri R. S. Murthy, Advocate 
AWARD 

This case I. D. No. 56/2000 is transferred from 
Labour Court-III, Hyderabad in view of the Government 
of India, Ministry of Labour’s order No. H-II026/I/200I- 
IR(C-II) dated 18-10-2001 and renumbered in this Court 
as L.C.I.D. No. 189/2001. This is a case taken under Sec. 
2A(2) of the I. D. Act, 1947 in view of the judgement of 
the Hon ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in 
W.P. No, 8395 of 1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. 
Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two 
others. 

2. The brief averments in the petition are: That the 
petitioner belongs to Musti Golla caste which is a BCD 
community: He was employed initially as direct labourer 
on self contract and later through contract labour agencies 
like Para Amount Security System (Pvt.) Ltd., and Asian 
Security Force to perform route patrolling to safeguard 
the Optical Fiber Cable (OFC) laid in the route, besides 
jungle cutting along the route stretching for about 22 KM 
and for ensuring that the stones implanted 2 KM apart at 
the manholes in the cable routesrekept in right condition 
so that they may be visible from a distance. He was paid 
wages at the rate Rs. 1200 per month on behalf of the 
Department. They were also paying the Petitioner on the 
behalf of the said contract agencies. Such contractual 
employment is violative of the dictum laid down in the 
Judgement in Secretary, Haryana State Electricity Board 
Vs. Suresh & Others, 1999(2) Scale 315 [equal to 1999 
SCC (L & S) page 765], According to the said judgement 
on abolition of the contract system the employees become 
the employees of the Principal employer. Hence, 
retrenching him with effect from 1-1-2000 is in gross 
violation of the mandatory provisions of Sec. 25-F. He 
was employed from 6-8-98 to 31 -12-99. Thereafter he was 
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employed through contractors referred above. Needless 
to say that he never saw the face of any contractor and he 
was retrenched from 1-1-2000 by the AE. Hence, the 
Petitioner may be reinstated with continuity of service and 
back w'ages protection of his seniority according to his 
turn on the seniority list of casual mazdoors. It may be 
declared that the Petitioner who has rendered 240 days of 
services by 2-4-99 is entitled to grant of temporary status 
with effect from the date under the Casual Labourers 
(Grant of Temporary Status and Regularization) Scheme 
of the Department of Telecommunications, 1989 vide 
DoT’s No. .269-10/89 STN dt. 7-11-89 which was issued 
pursuant to the directions in the Judgement dated 27-10-87 
in daily rated casual labour in P & T Services Vs. Union 
of India and others, vide AIR 1987 Supreme Court page 
2347. Accordingly, the Honble Court maybe pleased to 
pass an award. 

3. The brief averments in the counter are: That the 
petition is bad for misjoinder of unnecessary parties like 
Respondent and non-joinder of the effective parties who 
awarded the contract and who arranged the bills for 
payment to the contractors. The Assistant Engineer (Sub- 
Divisional Engineer) Coaxial Maintenance, 
Mahaboobnagar is working under the control of the 
Divisional Engineer, Coaxial Maintenance, Kumool. The 
said officer is working under the control of the Director 
Maintenance, Southern Telecom Sub-Region, Hyderabad. 

4. The Petitioner was engaged by AE concerned now 
redesignated as SDE, during the period 3-8-98 to 30-9-98 
for route patrolling. He never worked after 30-9-98. There 
is no relationship of employer and employee with effect 
from 1-10-98. 

5. Respondent organization has awarded contract 
works on experimental basis for protection of OFC routes 
and the Director, Maintenance Southern Telecom sub 
region, Hyderabad in his orders dated 3-9-98 has awarded 
the contract to M/s. Paramount Security System (Pvt.) Ltd., 
610, Chenoy Trade Centre Post Box No. 1637, 
Secunderabad vide tender approval No. DMHD/Tenders/ 
Vol. XXXXI1/98-99/3 dated 3-9-98, accordingly the said 
agency executed the works. The Respondent organization 
has nothing to do with the engagement of agents by the 
said agency. The said agency has a right to employ the 
persons of their choice. The Petitioner has not impleaded 
the sa id agency as one of the parties in the present industrial 
dispute. From 1-11-99 contract was given to M/s. Asian 
Security Forces. The said agency is also not impleaded as 
one of the parties. As it was found out that, there are 
incidents of break down of OFC due to activities of 
external forces. Hence, the contract work was abolished. 

6. The Petitioner never worked for 240 days. He 
was gainfully employed from 1-10-98 and tried to procure 
employment by filing the present case. He also filed further 
counter affidavit stating that the Petitioner appear to have 


been engaged by contractors by Paramount Security 
System (Pvt.) Ltd. and Asian Security Forces to perform 
the route petrol to safeguard the optical fiber between 
Jedcherla-Kurnool-Mahaboobnagar-Makkal. The 
contractor Paramount Security System (Pvt.) Ltd., 
commenced from 1-10-98 and terminated on 31-10-99. 
And contract with Asian Security Force commenced from 
1-11-99 and expired on 31-12-2000. The provisions of 
Sec. 25-F ID Act are not attracted for engagement of the 
casual labour by the said agencies. The Hon’ble High 
Court has settled the Law in NFC Vs. K. Penta Reddy 
2002(2) ACD 384 that retrenchment of contract labour 
does not arise when they were engaged for a specific period 
and for a particular job, the provisions of Sec, 25-F are 
, not attracted. The allegation that there was retrenchment 
from 1 -1-2000 is baseless and the petition is misconceived 
frivolous, vexatious and deserves to be dismissed with 
costs. 

7. The Petitioner examined himself as WW1 wherein 
he deposed something which is not mentioned in the 
petition that is he worked from 1992 to 1994. And he again 
deposed the facts stated in the petition and further 
deposed that he was employed from 6-8-98 he worked till 
29-2-2000. Ex. W1 is the original register of his works. 
Ex. W2 is the Xerox copy containing the working days 
particulars. Ex. W3 is the cable trench along side of the 
water route in which casual employees and Departmental 
candidates are shown. Ex. W4 is the notice indicating that 
the important telephone cables are passing through this 
way and requesting to die before laying. Then he marked 
for some mile stones and further deposed that he rendered 
more than 240 days in each year during 1992 to 1994 and 
later from June, 1998 to 29-2-2000. He was terminated 
without notice or compensation. Hence, he may be granted 
the relief prayed for. 

8. In the cross-examination he deposed that he was 
engaged in 1992 in the project w'ork for laying down the 
cables. The work related to the portion between Kothakota 
and Janampet. He was sponsored by Line Inspector 
Sri Bal Reddy. He was paid wages at the rate of Rs. 1200 
per month. He was paid roughly for 3 years. Again he 
was engaged in Nalgonda for about 3 months for digging 
to fill up man holes clean the departmental vehicles. That 
he was engaged on 6-8-98 by AE, Mr. Dasaratham upto 
February, 2000. That he Was disengaged on the ground 
that work is completed. That he was paid wages by 
Dasaratham. He denied that he was employee of 
Paramount Security System (Pvt.) Ltd., and Asian 
Security Force. 

9. The Respondent examined Sri A. Dasarath and 
MW1. He deposed that the contract was given vide 
Ex. Ml to M/s. Paramount Security System (Pvt.) Ltd., 
another contract was given to M/s. Asian Security Force 
from 1-9-99 to 31-12-2000. The same is Ex. M3. 
M/s. Paramount Security System (Pvt.) Ltd., was paid 
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directly and the same is marked as Ex. M2. The contract 
with Asian Security' Force, Secunderabad was terminated 
from 1-1-2001. The same is marked as Ex. M4. The 
payments arc made to Asian Security Force directly vide 
Ex. M5. Before being engaged by the contractors, the 
Petitioner was engaged by the Asst. Engineer from 
5-8-98 to 30-9-98. The Petitioner is admittedly an 
employee of the contractors. The ban letter dated 
50-1 1-89 is Ex. M6 the said ban is retreated dated 
12-2-99 vide Ex. M7. There is no retrenchment in terms 
of Sec. 25-F of the l.D. Act. The claim is baseless. 

10 In the cross-examination he deposed that "in the 
absence of maintenance staff being provided by territorial 
divisions the maintenance engaged casual labourers for 
a specified period on time bound basis. The reason is there 
no sanctioned strength in the project offices. He is not 
aware whether any relaxation order was issued on 
22-6-88 relating to recruitment on employment of casual 
labour. He denied that there were no contractors. He never 
approached him. 

11 h is agrued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner that assuming without admitting that his work 
was entrusted through licensed contractor. The 
Respondent employer did not file the Licence obtained 
under See. 12 of Act. The contractor has not been 
examined The contract is sham and calculated to 
hoodwink, mislead and exploit the Petitioner. In such case, 
the alleged contract workers are deemed to the direct 
employees of the employer or principal employer. The 
workman stated that he w'as employed for route patrolling 
over a distance of 22 KM between Shakhapur and 
Bhoothpur to safeguard Optical fiber Cable. That the A.E., 
Mnhaboobnagar directly paid him the wages. The 
Petitioner never saw any contractor. Further he was under 
paid Rs. 1200 per month ignoring Hon’ble Supreme 
Court's direction. Moreover, during the periods front 1992 
lo 1994 and again during June, 1998 to February, 2000 
the workman rendered more than 240 days service in each 
year vide Ex. W! and Ex. W2 and Sec. 25-F was not 
followed. Seniority list of casual mazdoors of 
Mahaboobnagar Telecom District did not include his 
name though lie became part and parcel of it’s casual 
mazdoors. So he submits that he may be reinstated with 
back wages and other benefits. 

12 It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Respondent that tire Petitioner admittedly is contract 
labour wilh M/s. Paramount Security' Systems Pvt. Ltd., 
and M/s Asian Security Forces from 1-10-98 to 
51-10-99 and from 1-11-99 to 31-12-99 vide Ex. M3 and 
Ex M4. That according to the claim petition he was 
engaged directly during 6-8-98 to 31-10-98. That it is 
alleged that he was not informed that he was working 
under contractor. MW1 has deposed that the matter was 
given to the contractors. He also relied on the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India judgement in 2002-II-LLJ page 


321 wherein it was held by the Hon’bie Supreme Court 
that engagement/appouitment of the Respondent- 
workmen was for a specific purpose and for a particular 
period. Their disengagement after completion of the 
purpose and expiry of the period was in terms of contract 
of service and therefore not a ‘retrenchment’ within the 
meaning of Sec. 2(oo) of the I. D. Act.” 

13. It may be seen that the Petitioner has not made 
the contractors party. WW1 has deposed that although 
he was engaged by A. E. Dasarath from 6-8-98 to 
February, 2000 he was disengaged on the ground that the 
work was completed. He denied that he was an employee 
M/s. Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd. and M/s. Asian 
Security Force. The Respondent examined Sri M. 
Srinivasulu, Mr. G. V. R. Setty, AGM (Legal) deposed 
that the work of laying down cable, digging carrying loads 
huge manual work force is required and the works are 
intermittent and not continuous. The works are also- 
seasonal. That they first engaged M/s. Paramount Security 
System Pvt. Ltd. and M/s. Asian Security Force vide 
Ex. Ml and Ex. M3 are the contracts and the amount was 
paid directly to the said contractors. The claimant is 
admittedly an employee under the contractors. There is 
no retrenchment. No doubt, Ex. W1 is his working 
certificate given by officer lncharge, Telephone 
Exchange, Moosapet and similarly Ex. W1 is endorsed 
by him. But, when we go through Ex. M i and Ex. M2 we 
find that it is M/s. Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd., 
people who filed and they have received the amount for 
mazdoors also as per Ex. M2. Similarly Ex. M5 also. 
M/s. Asian Security Force have received the amounts. 
So it cannot be denied that there was no contractors. Even 
it is prohibited contract. In Steel Authority of India case, 
“No automatic absorption of the contract labour even if 
it is a prohibited contract”. Now question is the only 
thing that is left for this Court is to find out whether the 
said engagement of the contractors was sham or nominal. 
For that there is no evidence before me except of WW1. 
But yet as WW1 not mentioned in the petition states that 
he has also worked even in 1992 to 1994 through 
contractors. I am of the opimop that the ends of the justice 
would be met if the Respondents were to engage any 
casual mazdoors in future the Petitioner should be given 
preference taking his seniority as August, 1998. In fact 
the very petition says that he worked only directly under 
the Assistant Engineer from 6-8-98 to 31-10-98. 
Thereafter, he was employed through contractors M/s. 
Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd., and later through 
M/s. Asian Security Force. So it may be seen that the 
very petition says that he was employed through 
contractors and that he was dismissed on the ground that 
the contract has expired and the said contractors are not 
being made a party to say that the contract was sham and 
nominal. Hence, the only relief that can be given to him 
is that, in future because he has served the Department, 
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there is no loss to the Department also if a direction is 
given that the Petitioner shall be considered in future 
whenever any casual employment is given taking his 
seniority as August, 1998. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal 
Assistant transcribed by her corrected award passed by 
me on this the 31st day of May, 2003. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 

Appendix of Evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

WWl : Sri M. Srinivasulu MW1 : Sri A. Dasarath 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Ex. W1 : Original register of WWl’s works 

Ex. W2 : Copy of working days particulars of WWl 

Ex. W3 : Cable trench photograph 

Ex. W4 : Photograph showing notice of important 
telephone cables. 

Ex. W5 : Photograph indicating stone OFC JP-6 

Ex. W6 : Photograph similar to Ex. W5 

Ex. W7 : Photograph indicating stone OFC JP-7 

Ex. W8 : Photograph indicating stone OFC 7/5 

Ex. W9 ; r hetOpaph indicating stone OFC 8/5 

Ex. W10 ; Photograph indicating stone OFC 8/6 

Ex. Wll : Photograph indicating stone OFC 8/9 

Ex. W12 : Photograph indicating stone OFC JP-9 

Ex. W13 : Photograph indicating stone OFC 9/9 

Ex. W14 : Photograph indicating stone OFC JP-I4 

Ex. W15 : Photograph indicating stone OFC 15/3 

Ex. W16 : Photograph indicating stone OFC 15/6 

Ex. W17 : Photograph indicating stone OFC 14/1 

Ex. W18 : Photograph indicating stone OFC 16/4 

Ex. W19 : Photograph indicating stone OFC JP-6 

Ex. W20 : Photograph indicating stone OFC 17/4 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

Ex. W1 : Copy of contract with M/s. Paramount 
Security System Pvt. Ltd. 

Ex. W2 : Copy of Payment voucher for Ex. M1 contract 

Ex. W3 : Copy of contract with M/s. Asian Security 
Force 

Ex. W4 : Copy of letter of termination of contract with 
M/s. Asian Security Force 


Ex. W5 : Copy of payment voucher for Ex. M3 contract 

Ex. W6 : Copy of ban letter No. EST-76/RLG/Wdt. 
30-11-89 

R* fqwfl, 2 ^cn^, 2003 

cRT. 3IT. 2204.—1947 
(1947 ^RT 14) WO 17 % 

Mt fW( % WTO % TFSps Pi4N^f 

% W (WTTR3TT 190/2001) 
y=blftld f, ^ 2-7-2003 RTRT 

^ 3 TT Mil 

[TT. T^-40025/12/2003-^. 3TR.(‘3bj.)] 
3*019)H TFT MhI, , 3 Tf^l < =t>lO 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2204.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 190/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Deptt. of Telecom and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 2-7-2003. 

[No. L-40025/12/2003 -IR(DU)] 
KULD1P RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: Shri E. Ismail, B.Sc., LL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

Dated the 31st day of May. 2003 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.I.D. No. 190/2001 

(Old I.D. No. 57/2000 Transferred from 
Labour Court-111. Hyderabad) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri G. Satyanarayana, 

S/o G. Balaiah, 

P.O. Marikal, 

Mahaboobnagar District 

ANu 

The General manager, 

Telecom, 

Mahaboobnagar-509 050. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s C. Suryanarayana and 

P.V. Rao, Advocates 

For the Respondent : Sri R.S. Murtliy, Advocate 


2022 GI/03—17 
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AWARD 

This case I D. No. 57/2000 is transferred from 
Labour Court- Ill, Hyderabad in view of the Government 
of India. Ministry of Labours order No. H-11026/1/2001- 
IR(C-I I) dated 18-l()-200j|and renumbered in this .Court 
asL.C.I D No. 190/200 ljfrhis is a case taken undt Sec. 

2 A (2) of the I D. Act. 1*)47 in view of the judgnjent of 
the Hon'blc High Coutypf Andhra Pradesh repctted in 
W.P. No. 8395 of 19«£dated 3-8-1995 betweeiftri U. 
Chinnappa and M/s Cotton Corporation of India ^td two 
others 

2 The brief averments in the petition are : That the 
petitioner belongs to Musti Golla caste which is a BCD 
community He was employed initially as direct labourer 
on self contract and later through contract labour agencies 
like Para Amount Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., and Asian 
Security Force to perform route patrolling to safeguard 
the Optical Fiber Cable (OFC) laid in the route, besides 
jungle cutting along the route stretching for about 23 KM 
and for ensuring that the stones implanted 2 KM apart at 
die man holes in the cable route are kept in right conditions 
so that they may be visible from a distance. He was paid 
wages at the fate Rs. 1200 per month on behalf of the 
Department. They were also paying the Petitioner on the 
behalf of the said contract agencies. Such contractual 
employment is violative of the dictum laid down in the 
Judgement in Secretary, Haryana State Electricity Board 
Vs. Suresh cf Others, 1999 (2) Scale 315 [equal to 1999 
SCC (L&S) page 765f According to the said Judgement 
on abolition of the contract Systems the employees become 
the employees of the Principal employer. Hence, 
retrenching him with effect from 1-1-2000 is in gross 
violation of the mandatory provisions of Sec. 25-F. He 
was employed from 5-11-98 to 31-12-99. Thereafter he 
was employed through contractors referred above. 
Needless to say that he never saw the face of any 
contractor and he was retrenched from 1-1-2000 by the 
A E. Hence, the petitioner may be reinstated with 
continuity of service and back wages protection of his 
seniority according to his turn on the seniority of casual 
ma/.doors It may be declared that the Petitioner who has 
rendered 240 days of service by 2-4-99 is entitled to grant 
of temporary status with effect from the date under the 
Casual labourers (Grant of Temporary Status and 
Regularization) Scheme of the Department of 
Telecommunications, 1989 vide DoT's No. 269-10/89- 
STN dt. 7-1 1-89 which was issued pursuant to the 
directions in the Judgement dated 27-10-87 in daily rated 
casual labour in P & T Services Vs. Union of India and 
Others , vide AIR 1987 Supreme Court page 2347. 
Accordingly the Hon'ble Court may be pleased to pass an 
award 

3 . The brief averments in the counter are : That the 
petition is bad for misjoinder of unnecessary parties like 
Respondent and non-joinder of the effective parties who 


awarded the contract and who arranged the bills for 
payment to the contractors. The Assistant Engineer (Sub- 
Divisional Engineer) Coaxial Maintenance, 
Mahaboobnagar is working under the control of the 
Divisional Engineer, Coaxial Maintenance, Kurnool. The 
said officer is working under the control of the Director 
Maintenance, Southern Telecom Sub-Region, Hyderabad. 

4. The Petitioner was not engaged by A.E. 
concerned now redisignated as SDE, for route patrolling. 
He never worked in the Respondent organization. There 
is no relationship of employer and employee in existence 
between the Petitioner and the Respondent. 

5. Respondent organization has awarded contract 
works on experimental basis for protection of OFC routes 
and the Director. Maintenance Southern Telecom Sub- 
Region, Hyderabad in his orders dated 3-9-98 has awarded 
the contract to M/s Paramount Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., 
610, Chenoy Trade Centre Post Box No. 1637, 
Secunderabad vide tender approval No. DMHD/Tenders/ 
Vol.XXXXII/98-99/3 dated 3-9-98, accordingly the said 
agency executed the works. The Respondent organization 
has nothing to do with the engagement of agents by the 
said agency. The said agency has a right to employ the 
persons of their choice. The Petitioner has not impleaded 
the said agency as one of the parties in the present industrial 
dispute. From 1-11-99 contract was given to M/s Asian 
Security Forces. The said agency is also not impleaded as 
one of the parties. As it was found out that, there are 
incidents of break down of OFC due to activities of 
external forces. Hence, the contract w'ork was abolished. 

6. The Petitioner had not w orked in the Respondent 
organization and as such he cannot claim any protection 
under the provisions of the labour laws including ID. Act, 
1947. He was gainfully employed and tried to procure 
employment by filing the present case. He also filed further 
counter affidavit stating that the Petitioner appear to have 
been engaged by contractors by Paramount Security 
Systems (Pvt.) Ltd, and Asian Security Forces to perform 
the route patrol to safeguard the optical fiber between 
Jedcherla-Kurnool and Mahaboobnagar-Metal. The 
contractor Paramount Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., 
commenced from 1-10-98 and terminated on 31-10-99. 
And contract with Asian Security Force commenced from 
1-11-99 and expired on 31-12-2000. The provisions of 
Sec. 25-F of the I.D. Act are not attracted for engagement 
*of the causal labour by the said agencies. The Hon'ble 
High Court has settled the Law in NFC Vs. K. Penta Reddy 
2002(2) ACD 384 that retrenchment of contract labour 
does not arise when they were engaged for a special period 
and for a particular job, the provisions of Sec. 25-F are 
not attracted. The allegation there was retrenchment from 
1-1-2000 is baseless and the petition is misconcieved 
frivolous, vexations and deserves to be dismissed with costs. 

6. The Petitioner examined himself as WW1 
wherein he deposed the facts as mentioned in the petition 
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and further deposed that he was employed from 5-11-98 
he worked till 31-12-99. Ex.Wl is the particulars of his 
working days from 5-11-98 to 31-12-99. The original 
register of Ex. W1 is Ex.WlA. Ex.W2 is his photo in 
Marika 1 Telephone Exchange from where he was required 
to report everyday to the A.E. He was terminated without 
notice or compensation. Hence, he may be granted the 
relief prayed for. 

7. In the c ross examination he deposed that he was 
engaged on 5-11-98 for cable patrolling between 
Gurumukla and Devarkadara. That he worked under A.E., 
Mr. Dasratham from 5-11-98 till 31-12-99. That he was 
disengaged on the ground that work is completed. That 
he was paid wages by Dasraiham directly Rs. 1200 per 
month. He denied that he was employee of Paramount 
Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., and Asian Security Force. 
In the re-examination he deposed that the A.E. did not tell 
him that he was engaged on contract basis. The A.E. did 
not give him any letter or orders regarding his engagement 
under contractor, 

8. The Respondent examined Sri A. Dasarath and 
MW1. He deposed that the contract was given vide 
Ex.Ml to M/s Paramount Security Syatem (Pvt.) Ltd., 
another contract was given to M/s Asian Security Force 
front 1-9-99 to 31-12-2000. The same is Ex.M3. M/s 
Paramount Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., was paid directly 
and the same is marked as Ex.M2. The contract with 
Asian Security Force, Secunderabad was terminated from 
1-1-2001. The same is marked as Ex.M4. The payments 
<we made to Asian Security Force directly vide Ex.M5. 
The claimant was never engaged by the Respondent at 
any time either as casual labour or contract labour. The 
engagement of the claimant by the contractor is not within 
the knowledge and no payments were made to him by the 
Department. The ban letter dated 30-11-89 is Ex,M6 the 
said ban is retreated dated 12-2-99 vide Ex.M? There is 
no retrenchment in terms of Sec. 25-F of the ID Act. The 
claim is baseless. 

9. In the cross examination he deposed that in the 
absence of maintenance staff being provided by territorial 
divisions the maintenance engaged casual labourers for a 
specified period on time bound basis. The reason is 
there no sanctioned strength in the project offices. He is 
not aware whether any relaxation order was issued on 
22-6-88 relating to recruitment on employment of casual 
labour. He denied that there were no contractors. He never 
approached him. 

10. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner that assuming without admitting that his work 
was entrusted through licensed contractor the Respondent 
employer did not file the Licence obtained under Sec. 12 
of Act. The contracor has not been examined. The contract 
is sham and calculated to hoodwink, mislead and exploit 
the Petitioner. In such case, the alleged contract workers 


are deemed to be direct employees of the employer or 
principal employer. The workman stated that he was 
employed for route patrolling over a distance of 23 KM 
between Devarakonda and Gudigandla to safeguard 
Optical Fiber Cable. That the A.E., Mahaboobnagar 
directly paid him the wages. The petitioner never saw any 
contractor. Further he was under paid Rs. 1000 per month 
ignoring Hon’ble Supreme Court's direction. Moreover, 
during the period from 5-11-98 to 31-12-99 the workman 
rendered more than 240 days service in each year vide 
Ex. W1 and Ex. W2 and Sec.25-F was not followed. 
Seniority list of casual mazdoors of Mahaboobnagar 
Telecom District did not include his name though he 
become part and parcel of it's casual mazdoors. So he 
submits that he may be reinstated with back wages and 
other benefits. 

11. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Respondent that the Petitioner admittedly is contract labour 
with M/s Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd.* and M/s 
Asian Security Forces from 5-11-98 to 31-12-99 vide 
Ex.M3 and Ex.M4. That according to the claim petition 
he was engaged directly during 5-11 -98 to 31 -12-99. That 
it is alleged that he was not informed that he was working 
under contractor. MW 1 has deposed that the matter was 
given to the contractors. He also relied on the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India in 2002-I1-LLJ page 321 wherein 
it was held by the Ho able Supreme Court that engagement/ 
appointment of the Respondent-workmen was for a 
specific purpose and for a particular period. Their 
disengagement after completion of the purpose and expiry 
of the period was in terms of contract of service and 
therefore not a ‘retrenchment’ within the meaning of Sec. 
2(oo) of the JLD. Act. 

12. It may be seen that the Petitioner has not made 

the contractors party. W\Y! has deposed that although he 
was engaged by A.E. Dasarath from 5-11-98 to 31-12-99 
lie was disengaged on the ground that the work was 
completed He denied that he was an employee M/s 
Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd. and M/s Asian 
Security Force. The Respondent examined Sri M. 
Srinivasulu, Mr. G.V.R. Setty, AGM(Legal) deposed that 
the work of laying down cable, digging carry ing loads 
huge manual work force is required and the works are 
intermittent and not continuous The works are also 
seasonal That they first engaged Mfi Prj^imoant Security 
System Pvt. Ltd., and M/s Asian Force vide 

Ex.M* -md Ex.M3 are. the contt&r> > the amount was 

paid tiiratly to the tad conhai'a?^ 'fhn claimant is 
admittedly an employe endei the There is 

no retrenchment. No doubt Ex. W l A it Ms working days 
particulars. But, when we g< through E&.M1 and Ex.M2 
we find that it is Mis Parattnetim Security Systems Pvt. 
Ltd.., people who filed and they have received the amount 
for mazdoors also as per Ex.M2 Similarly Ex.M5 also. 
M/s. Asian Security Force have received the amounts. So 
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it cannot be denied that there were no contractors. Even it 
is prohibited contract. In Steel Authority of India case, 
"No automatic absorption of the contract labour even if it 
is a prohibited contract”. Now question is the only thing 
that is left for this Court is to find out whether the said 
engagement of the contractors was sham or nominal. For 
that there is no evidence before me except of WW1. But 
yet as WW1 not mentioned in the petition states that he 
has also worked even in 1998 to 1999 through contractors. 
I am of the opinion that the ends of the justice would be 
met if the Respondents were to engage any casual 
mazdoors in future the Petitioner should be given 
preference taking his seniority as November, 1998. In fact, 
the very petition says that he worked only directly under 
the Assistant Engineer from 5-11-98 to 31-12-99. 
Thereafter, he was employed through contractors M/s. 
Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd., and later through 
M/s Asian Security Force. So it may be seen that the very 
petition says that he was employed through contractors 
and that he was dismissed on the ground that the contract 
has expired and the said contractors are not being made a 
party to say that the contract was sham and nomL^l. 
Hence, the only relief that can be given to him is that, in 
future, because be has served the Department, there is no 
loss to the Department also if a direction is given that the 
Petitioner shall be considered in future whenever any 
casual employment is given taking bis seniority as 
November. 1998. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her. corrected and award passed by me on 
this the 3 I st day of May. 2003. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officei 


Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Witnesses examined for 
Petitioner the Respondent 

WW1 : Sn G Satvanarayana MW1 : Sri A. Dasarath 
Documents marked for the petitioner 
Ex. W1 : Copy of working days particulars of WW1 

Pa WIA : Original register of WWl's works 

Ex W 2 : Petitioner's photograph in Marikal Telephone 

exchange 


Documents marked for the Respondent 


Ex. Ml 


Ex. M2 
Ex. M3 

E.\.M4 

Ex.M5 


Copy of contract with M/s. Paramount 
Security Systems Pvt. Ltd. 

: Copy of payment voucher for Ex.Ml contract 

: Copy of contract with M/s. Asian Security 
Force 

: Copy of letter of termination of contract with 
M/s. A uan Security Force 

: Cop> of payment voucher for Ex.M3 contract 


Ex.M6 : Copy of ban letter No. EST-76/RLG/VI/dt. 
30 t11-89 

Ex.M7 ; Copy of lr. retreating Ex.M6 ban dt. 12-2-99 
*1? 2 2003 
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New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2205.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 191/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tiihunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown m the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute betv een the employers 
in relation to the management of Dept. of Telecom and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 2-7-2003. 

[No. L-40025/13/2003-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : SHRI E. ISMAIL, B.Sc., LLB., 
Presiding Officer 

Dated the 31 st day of May, 2003 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.l.D. No. 191/2001 

(Old l.D. No. 59/2000 Transferred from 
Labour Court-Ill. Hyderabad) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri G. Panduraju, 

S/o Sri G. Ananthaiah, 

P.O. Kothakota, 

Mahaboobnagar District. : Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

Telecom, BSNL, 

Mahaboobnagar—509 050. : Respondent 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. C. Suryanarayana and 

P.V. Rao, Advocates 



/ 


[MFTII—7sfS3(ii)] 


: wm 2, 2003 /?rm ii, 1925 


For the Respondent : Sri R.S. Murthy, Advocate 

AWARD 

This case I.D. No. 59/2000 is transferred from 
Labour Court-Ill, Hyderabad in view of the Government 
oflndia, Ministry of Labour's Order No. H-l 1026/1/2001- 
1R(C-II) dated 18-10-2001 and renumbered in this Court 
asL.C.I.D. No. 191/2001. This is a case taken under Sec. 

2 A (2) of the I.D. Act, 1947 in view of the judgment of 
the Hon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in 
W.P. No. 8395 of 1989 dated 3-8-l?9S between Sri U. 
Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two 
others. 

2. The brief averments in the petition are . That the 
petitioner belongs to Musti Golla caste which is a BCD 
community. He was employed initially as direct labourer 
on self contract and later through contract labour agencies 
like Paramount Security Systems (Pvt ) Ltd., and Asian 
Security Force to perform route patrolling to safeguard 
the Optical Fiber Cable (OFC) laid in the route, besides 
jungle cutting along the route stretching for about 20 Km 
and for ensuring that the stones implanted 2 Km apart at 
the manholes in the cable route are kept in right conditions 
so that they may be visible from a distance. He was paid 
wages at the rate Rs. 1200 per month on behalf of the 
Department. They were also paying the Petitioner on 
behalf of the said contract agencies. Such contractual 
employment is violative of the dictum laid down in the 
Judgement in Secretary, Haryana State Electricity Board 
Vs. Suresh & Others, 1999 (2) Scale 315 [equal to 1999 
SCC (L&S) page 765j. According to the said Judgement 
on abolition of the contract sy stem the employees become 
the employees of the Principal employer. Hence, 
retrenching him with effect from 1-1-2000 is in gross 
violation of the mandatory provisions of Sec. 25-F. He 
was employed from 1-11-98 to 31-12-99. Thereafter he 
was employed through contractors referred above. 
Needless to say that he never saw the face of any 
contractor and he was retrenched from 1-1-2000 by the 
A.E. Hence, the petitioner may be reinstated with 
continuity of service and back wages protection of his 
seniority according to his turn on the seniority of casual 
mazdoors. It may be declared that the Petitioner w ho has 
rendered 240 days of service by 1-7-99 is entitled to grant 
of temporary status with effect from the date under the 
Casual Labourers (Grant of Temporary Status and 
Regularization) Scheme of the Department of 
Telecommunications, 1989 vide DoT's No. 269-10/89- 
STN dt. 7-11-89 which was issued pursuant to the 
directions in the Judgement dated 27-10-87 in Daily Rated 
Casual Labour in P &T Sendees Vs. Union oflndia and 
others , vide AIR 1987 Supreme Court page 2347. 
Accordingly the Hon'ble Court may be pleased to pass an 
award. 

3. The brief averments in the counter are: That the 
petition is bad for misjoinder of unnecessary parties like 


Respondent and non-joinder of the effective parties who 
awarded the contract andjvho arranged the bills for 
payment to the contractors. The Assistant Engineer 
(Sub-Divisional Engineer) Coaxial Maintenance, 
Mahaboobnagar is working under the control of the 
Divisional Engineer, Coaxial Maintenance, Kurnool. The 
said officer is working under the control of the Dirtector 
Maintenance, Southern Telecom Sub-Region, Hyderabad. 

4. The Petitioner was not engaged by AE 
concerned now redesignated as SDE, for route 
patrolling. He never worked in the Respondent 
organization. There is no relationship of employer and 
employee between the organization and the Petitioner. 

5. Respondent organization has awarded contract 
w orks on experimental basis for protection of OFC routes 
and the Director, Maintenance southern Telecom sub- 
region, Hyderabad in his orders dated 3-9-98 has awarded 
the contract to M/s. Paramount Security' Systems (Pvt.) 
Ltd., 610, Chenoy Trade Centre Post Box No. 1637, 
Secunderabad vide tender approval No. DMHD/Tenders/ 
Vol.XXXXII/98-99/3 dated 3-9-98, accordingly the said 
agency executed the works. The Respondent organization 
has nothing to do with the engagement of agents by the 
said agency. The said agency has a right to employ the 
persons of their choice. The Petitioner has not impleaded 
the said agency as one of the parties inrthe present industrial 
dispute. From 1-11-99 contract was given to M/s. Asian 
Security Forces. The said agency is also not impleaded as 
one of the parties. As it was found out that, there are 
incidents of break down of OFC due to activities of 
external forces. Hence, the contract work was abolished. 

6. The Petitioner had not worked in the Respondent 
organization. He was gainfully employed and tried to 
procure employment by filing the present case. He also 
filed further counter affidavit stating that the Petitioner 
appear to have been engaged by contractors by Paramount 
Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd. and Asian security Forces to 
perform the route patrol to safeguard the optical fiber 
between Jedcherla-Kurnool-Mahaboobnagar-Metal. The 
contractor paramount Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., 
commenced from 1-10-98 and terminated on 31-10-99. 
And contract with Asian Security Force commenced from 
1-11-99 and expired on 31-12-2000. The provisions of 
Sec. 25-F of the I.D. Act are not attracted for engagement 
of the casual labour by the said agencies. The Hon’ble 
High Court has settled the Law in NFC Vs. K. Penta Reddy 
2002(2) ACD 384 that retrenchment of contract labour 
does not arise w'hen they were engaged for a specific period 
and for a particular job, the provisions of Sec. 25-F are 
not attracted. The allegation that there was retrenchment 
from 1-1-2000 is baseless and the petition is misconceived, 
frivolous, vexatious and deserves to be dismissed with 
costs. 

6. The Petitioner examined himself as WW1 
wherein he deposed that he was employed from 1-11-98 
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to 31-12-99 and he again deposed the facts stated in the 
petition and further deposed that he was employed from 
1-11-98. Ex.Wl is the Xerox copy of his working days 
from 1-1 1-98 to 25-11-99. Ex W2 is the Xerox copy 
containing sheet containing pages 3 and 4 of original of 
Ex.Wl. He was terminated without notice or compen¬ 
sation. Hence, he may be granted the relief prayed for. 

7. In the cross examination he deposed that he was 
engaged by the Telephone Department from 1-11-98 to 
26-2-2000 for route patrolling of OFC cable between 
Allampur and Jallapur. He was engaged directly by the 
AE. Sri Suresh. He was paid wages at the rate of Rs. 1200 
per month. Again he was engaged for the same w'ork 
between WHliamkonda and Pebberu from 1-2-99 to 
26-2-2000. That he was paid wages directly by AE. It is 
not true to suggest that he is not casual labour and not 
entitled for regularization after completion of 240 days 
and grant of temporary status as casual labour under the 
orders dated 7-11-89. The AE did not tell him that his 
employment was contractual. 

8. The Rcspodent examined Sri T. Suresh asMWl. 
He deposed that the contract was given vide Ex.Ml to 
M/s Paramount Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., another 
contract was given to M/s Asian Security Force from 
1 -9-99 to 31-12-2000. The same is Ex.M3. M/s Paramount 
Security Systems (Pvt.) Ltd., was paid directly and the 
same is marked as Ex.M2. The contract with Asian 
Security Force. Secunderabad was terminated from 
1-1-2001 The same is marked as Ex.M4 The payments 
arc made to Asian Security Force directly vide Ex.M5. 
The ban, letter dated 30-11-89 is Ex.M6 the said ban is 
reiterated dated 12-2-99 vide Ex.M7. There is no 
reitrenchment in ter ms of Sec. 25-F of the ID Act. The 
claim is baseless. 

9 In the cross examination he deposed that in the 
absence of maintenance staff being provided by territorial 
divisions the maintenance engaged casual labourers for a 
specified period on time bound basis. The reason is there 
no sanctioned strength in the project offices. He denied 
that there were no contractors. He never approached him. 

10. U is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner that the Respondent employer did not file the 
Licence obtained linden Sec. 12 of Act. The contractor 
has not been examined. The contract is sham and 
calculated to hoodwink, mislead and exploit the Petitioner. 
In such case, the alleged contract workers are deemed to 
be direct employees of the employer or principal employer. 
The workman stated that he was employed for route 
patrolling over a distance of 20 KM between Allampur 
and Jallapur to safeguard Optical Fiber Cable. That the 
A.E.. Mahboobnagar directly paid him the wages. The 
petitioner never saw any contractor. Further he was under¬ 
paid Rs. 1200 per month ignoring Hon’ble Supreme Court’s 
direction. Moreover, during the periods from 1-11-98 to 
26-2-2000 the workman rendered more than 240 days 


service in each year vide Ex. W1 and Ex. W2 and Sec. 
25-F was not followed. Seniority list of casual mazdoors 
of Mahboobnagar Telecom District did not include his 
name though he became part and parcel of its casual 
mazdoors. So he submits that he may be reinstated with 
back wages and other benefits. 

U. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Respondent that the Petitioner admittedly is contract labour 
with M/s. Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd., and 
M/s. Asian Security Forces from 1-10-98 to 31-10-99 and 
from 1-11-99 to 3 i-12-99 vide Ex.M3 and Ex.M4. That 
according to the claim petition he was engaged directly 
during 6-8-98 to 31-10-98. That it is alleged that he was 
not informed that he was working under contractor. MW 1 
has deposed that the matter was given to the contractors. 
He also relied on the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in 
2002-II-LLJ page 321 wherein it was held by the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court that engagenient/appointment of the 
Respondent-workmen was for a specific purpose and for 
a particular period. Their disengagement after completion 
of the purpose and expiry of the period was in terms of 
contract of service and therefore not a ‘retrenchment’ 
within the meaning of Sec. 2(oo) of the l.D. Act. 

12. It may be seen that the Petitioner has not made 
the contractors party. WW1 lias deposed that although he 
was engaged by A.E. from 1-11-98 to 26-2-2000 and he 
was disengaged on the ground that the work was 
completed, He denied that he was an employee M/s. 
Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd. and M/s. Asian 
Security Force. The Respondent cross examined Sri G. 
Panduraju and also examined Sri Mr. G. V.R. Setty, AGM 
(Legal) deposed that the work of laying dow’n cable, 
digging cariying loads huge manual work force is required 
and the works are intermittent and not continuous. The 
works are also seasonal. That they first engaged M/s 
Paramount Security System Pvt. Ltd., and M/s Asian 
Security Force vide Ex.Ml and Ex.M3 are the contracts 
and the amount was paid directly to the said contractors. 
The claimant is admittedly an employee under the 
contractors. There is no retrenchment. No doubt, Ex.Wl 
is his working days particulars. But, when we go through 
Ex.Ml and Ex.M2 we find t£|t it is M/s. Paramount 
Security Systems Pvt. Ltd., p&fple who filed and they 
have received the amount for mazdoors also as per Ex.M2. 
Similarly Ex,M5 also. M/s. Asian Security Force have 
received the amounts. So it cannot be denied that there 
were no contractors. Even it is prohibited contract. In 
Steel Authority of India case, “No automatic absorption 
of the contract labour even if it is a prohibited contract”. 
Now- question is the only thing that is left for this Court is 
to find out whether the said engagement of the contractors 
w as sham or nominal. For that there is no evidence before 
me except of WW 1. WW 1 mentioned in the petition that 
he has worked from in 1998 to 2000 through contractors. 

I am of the opinion that the ends of the justice would be 
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met if the Respondents were to engage any casual 
mazdoors in future the Petitioner should be given 
preference taking his seniority as November, 1998. In fact, 
the very petition says that he worked on iy directly under 
the Assistant Engineer from 1-11-98 to 31-12-99. 
Thereafter, he employed through contractors M/s. 
Paramount Security Systems Pvt. Ltd., and later through 
M/s. Asian Security Force. So it may be seen that the very 
petition says that he was employed through contractors 
and that he was dismissed on the ground that the contract 
has expired and the said contractors are not being made a 
party to say that the contract was sham and nominal. 
Hence, the only relief that can be given to him is that, in 
future, because he has served the Department, there is no 
loss to the Department also if a direction is given that the 
Petitioner shall be considered in future whenever any 
casual employment is given taking his seniority as 
November, 1998. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and award passed by me on 
this the 31st day of May, 2003. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Witnesses examined for 
Petitioner the Respondent 

WW1: Sri G. Panduraju MW1: Sri T. Suresh 
Documents marked for the Petitioner 
Ex.Wl : Xerox Copy of WWl’s working days from 
[-11-98 to 25-11-99 

Ex.W2 : Xerox Copy of pages 3 & 4 of Ex.Wl 
Documents marked for the Respondent 
Ex.Ml : Copy of contract with M/s. Paramount 
Security Systems Pvt. Ltd. 

Ex. M2 : Copy of payment voucher for Ex. M l contract 

Ex.M3 : Copy of contract with M/s. Asian Security 
Force 

Ex.M4 : Copy of letter of termination of contract with 
M/s. Asian Security Force 

Ex. M5 : Copy of payment voucher for Ex. M3 contract 

Ex.M6 : Copy of ban letter No. EST-76/RLG/VI/ 
dt. 30-11-89 

Ex.M7 : Copy of reiteration letter to the ban 
dt. f2-2-99 
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New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2206.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 244/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Deptt. of Telecom and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 2-7-2003. 

[No. L-40025/14/2003-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : Shri E. Ismail, B.Sc., LL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

Dated the 9th day of June, 2003 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.I.D. No. 244/2001 

(Old I.D. No. 33/99 Transferred from Labour Court-I, 
Hyderabad) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri J.A. Rahul, 

S/o J.R Arjun, 

R/o 990, Kalasiguda, Bolaram, 

Hyderabad-500 010. .Petitioner 

AND 

The Principal General Manager, 

Telecom District, 

Suryalok Complex, Gunfoundry, 

Hyderabad-500 001. .Respondent 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Petitioner : M/s C. Suryanarayana & 

P. Venkateswara Rao, 
Advocates 

For the Respondent : M/s A. Raghavaiah & 

K. Bharathi Devi, Advocates 

AWARD 

This case I.D. No. 33/1999 is transferred from 
Labour Court-I, Hyderabad in view of the Government 
of India, Ministry of Labour’s Order No. H-11026/1/ 
200I-IR(C-II) dated 18-10-2001 and renumbered in this 
Court as L.C.I.D. No. 244/2001. This is a case taken under 
Sec. 2 A (2) of the I.D. Act, 1947 in view of the judgment 
of the Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported 
in W.P. No. 8395 of 1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. 
Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two 
others and notices were issued to the parties. 
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2. The brief facts of the claim Petition are : That 
the Petitioner was employed as casual labourer in cross¬ 
bar installation work in Secunderabad Telephone 
Exchange for 789 days during the period from 1-8-85 to 
16-11 -87. Again from November, 1987 till 5-10-1989 for 
462 days. Totally be worked for 1251 days thereafter he 
was not employed. That he fell sick on 16-12-89 but he 
continued to be sick till January, 1997 on account of 
rheumatic fever with arthritis. On his recovery'Dr. Neelam 
Krishna gave him certificate that he was fit to return to 
work. Immediately, he approached the local authorities 
seeking reinstatement but, he was not taken back due to 
long absence. He therefore gave a representation dated 
24-2-1997 which was acknowledged on 26-2-97. Hence, 
lie may be reinstated. 

5. A counter was filed stating that the Petitioner 
w orked as a casual mazdoor in different spells of work till 
February, 1990, March, 1990 and April, 1990 again he 
remained absent. That on 24-2-97 he made his appearance 
for reemployment. The Petitioner stated that he was sick 
from 1989 but he reported for duty in February, 1990 and 
worked till 5th April, 1990, Again he absented himself 
lor seven long years. The medical certificates contradict 
the said period. Hence, he is not entitled to any relief. 

4 The Petitioner deposed as WW1 that he worked 
from 1-8-85 to 16-11-87 and again from 18-11-87 to 
5-10-89. On 16-12-89 befell sick and took treatment. Ex. 
W1 is the medical certificate issued by Medical Officer, 
Alwal. His representation to the Department to take him 
back is Ex. W2 dated 24-2-97. Ex. W3 shows his period 
of working from August, 1985 to November, 1987. Ex. 
W4 shows the number of working days from November, 

1987 to October, 1989. He was not given notice or notice 
pay. In the cross-examination he deposed that it is not 
true that he failed to attend his duties now and then. It is 
not correct that on 23-2-90 he was warned by the 
Respondent for absenteeism. He denied that he worked 
up to 19-4-90. 

5. MW1 deposed that the Petitioner worked in 
February, March, April, May, June and July, 1990. Ex. 
M1 shows that he worked upto August. 1990. 

6. Arguments were advanced on the same lines. 

7. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner and brief arguments were put forward by the 
Learned Counsel for the Petitioner that Sec. 25-F of the 
I D Act has mot been followed. Several Judgements have 
been cited Which 1 am afraid does not apply to the facts 
of this case and he submitted for reinstatement with back 
wages. 

8. The Learned Counsel for the Respondent 
submitted that having worked in 1990 he has approached 
the Court in 1999 after a gap of 9 years and that itself is 
sufficient to dismiss the Petition. 


9. It may be seen that as no limitation is provided 
people take chance and come over to the Court. Somehow, 
to gain something. Therefore, such persons deserve no 
sympathy where he says that he was sick from 16-12-89 
and when Ex. M1 is produced containing 7 sheets, showing 
that he worked from February to August, 1990. It turns 
round and when he is cross-examined, says that Rheumatic 
Arthritis does not permit him to work. So all this is a 
gimmick. Now, he has come round saying that he wants 
somejob or other. According to him from 1989 he did not 
work and issued the notice in 1997 and approached the 
Court in 1999. He deserves some sympathy as he has 
worked for 1251 days, if in future any casual employees 
are appointed, the Petitioner shall be given preference 
taking his seniority as 1-8-1985. However, a word of 
caution that this will be only for future appointment and 
will not affect any juniors working now. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me in the 
Open Court on this the 9th day of June, 2003. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 

Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

WW1: Sri J. A. Rahul MW 1: Sri V. Sudarshan 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Ex. W1 : Medical fitness certificate issued by Dr. Neelain 
Krishna dt. 16-1-97 

Ex. W2 : Copy of representation of WW1 dt. 24-2-97 

Ex. W3 :Copy of working days particulars of WW1 dt. 
10-12-87 

Ex. W4 : Copy of mazdoor days particulars ofWW1 issued 
by SDE, Cable construction, Kavadiguda, 
Hyderabad 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

Ex. Ml : Copy of muster rolls from February to August, 
1990 

^ 2 2003 

m . w . 2207.—1947 (1947 
14) riTCT 17 % appm *R«4>K ^T TFRR 

f^tFT % “SRRcfR % MvJlcbf 3?lT ^7% =b4<*kf % 

^ifwi, 245/2001 ) ychlftw 

2-7-2003 TTRI ^311 «tT I 

[ri. Tvf-40025/15/2003-3fli3IK (^hj. ) ] 




[W] II—7sf5 3(ii)] 


NTTrl ^TTTTO : 3FTST 2, 2003/?H^T 11, 1925 


5511 


New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2207.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 245/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Deptt. of Telecom and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 2-7-2003. 

[No. L-40025/15/2003-lR(DU)] 
KULDIP RA1 VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : ShriE. Ismail, B.Sc., LL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

Dated the 9th day of June, 2003 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.I.D. No. 245/2001 

(Old l.D. No. 37/99 Transferred from Labour Court-I, 
Hyderabad) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri S. K. Sardar, 

S/oS. K. Khader, 

R/o H. No. 17-3-859/9, 

Yakhutpura, Hyderabad. ...Petitioner 

AND 

The Principal General Manager, 

Telecom District. Suryalok 
Complex. Gunfoundiv, 

Hyderabad-500 001. ... Respondent 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Petitioner : M/s C. Suryanaravana & 

P. Venkateswara Rao, 

Advocates 

For the Respondent : M/s A. Raghavaiah & 

K. Bharathi Devi, Advocates 

AWARD 

This case l.D. No. 37/1999 is transferred from 
Labour Court-I, Hyderabad in view of the Government of 
India. Ministry' of Labour's order No. H-l 1026/1/2001- 
IR(C-Il) dated 18-10-2001 and renumbered in this Court 
as L.C.I.D. No. 245/2001. This is a case taken under Sec. 
2 A (2) of the l.D. Act, 1947 in view of the judgement of 
the Hpn’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in 
W.P. No. 8395 of 1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. 
Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two 
others and notices were issued to the parties. 

2. The brief facts of the claim Petition are : That 
• the Petitioner worked as casual mazdoor in the jurisdiction 


in the Assistant Engineer, Cables, Charminar. He was 
employed for 145 days during the months of February, 
March, August, and September of 1985. Duripjj^May, and 
July, 1985 he worked for 85 days as per ajtihSxure-III 
though he was sick and need treatment. From 16-7-85 
onwards he was at that time employed under the JTO, 
Cable Construction. Secunderabad under the said 
employer. The applicant became very’ sick and therefore 
informed his mustering Officer that he would not be able 
to attend and did not attend work from October, 1985 
onwards due to severe illness. He was continuously under 
treatment from October, 1985 to August, 1987 for 
depression. 

3. He was taken back in September, 1987 and he 
worked up to January, 1988 with small interruptions for 
149 days. From September, 1987 to January, 1988 
interruptions were due to non-employment ant) other 
reasons were not known to the Petitioner. The Petitioner 
has put in a total period of 145 + 80 + 149 = 374 days. 
That after January', 1988 he was not employed although 
he approached. He was discriminated and therefore he 
prays for reinstatement with continuity of service. 

4. A counter was filed stating that as per the work 

on hand casual mazdoors are engaged or disengaged and 
the entry 7 of the job is contingent. As such the e ngage ment 
would be so done through work order or muster rolls. They 
will be disengaged if there is no work. There is no 
retrenchment or termination. The scheme for temporary 
status was for those who were working continuously on 
muster rolls. In this case admittedly he worked for 
145+80+149 days in different spells In the medical 
certificate period of treatment was from 10-7-85 to 
9-8-87, whereas the Petitioner has worked for the entire 
31 days in July, 1985 under muster roll No. 340/18. Hence, 
the petition may be dismissed. $ 

5. The Petitioner examined himself as WW1 and 
deposed facts as stated in the chief examination Ex. W1 
shows that he worked from February, 1985 to September, 
1985 for 145 days. Ex W2 shows that he worked in the 
month of May, June and July, 1985 for 80 days. Ex. W3 
is the certificate shows that he was sick from 1-3-85 to 
9-8-87 Ex. W4 shows that he worked from September, 
1987 to January', 1988 in total 149 days. Ex. W5 shows a 
letter dated 7-2-89 seeking for employment. Ex. W6 is 
the notification for laying down cable work and calling 
for applications. Ex. W7 is a letter seeking for a job. That 
he was orally terminated in February 1 . 1988. He was not 
issued any notice or notice pay. That he has been making 
representations. In the cross examination he deposed that 
there is no document to show that he informed the 
management before he went on long leave. He denied that 
he absented unauthorised!)'. 

6. Sri A. Panduraitgam, SDO. examined himself as 
MW1 and deposed that any casual mazdoor works for 
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720 days in ihree years or 1200 days in five years is entitled 
for consideration for absorption as Group T)’ employee. 
By oversight another witness was examined as this is a 
transfer case and numbered as MWl but actually he is 
MW2 MW2 Sri D. V. Krishnamachari deposed to the 
same facts in the chief examination. He also deposed that 
as Ex W3 medical certificate shows that he was sick from 
10-7-85 and although he worked for the entire July month. 
Hence. Ex. W3 is bogus. 

7 It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner and brief arguments were put forward by the 
Learned Counsel for the Petitioner that Sec. 25-F of the 
I D. Act has not been followed: Several Judgements have 
been cited. Which I am afraid does not apply to the facts 
of this case and he submitted for reinstatement with back 
wages. 

8. The Learned Counsel for the Respondent 
submitted that having worked in 1988 he has approached 
the Court in 1999 after a gap of 11 years and that itself is 
sufficient to dismiss the Petition. 

9. It may be noted that Ex. W3 medical certificate 
itself is apparently bogus. However, We are not concerned 
with that because again he has worked from September, 
87 to January, 88 and from February', 88 he has not been 
employed No doubt, he has been making some 
representations one on 7-2-89, vide Ex. W5 and one in 
1996 vide Ex. \V7. So these are the two representations 
lie lias made. One immediately, one year after he w'as 
dismissed and other seven years after he was dismissed 
and then he took another three years to approach the Court. 
That itself show s would not entitle him for any relief. More 
over, he was a casual mazdoor dependent on the work he 
could have worked for 240 days or more at a stretch, 
according to himself he became sick and when he again 
went alter number of years almost alter two years he was 
again provided with job from September 1987 to January' 

19X8. So whenever, there was work Department gave him 
tiie work, the casual nature of the work. The inordinate 
delay in approaching the Courtor any forum will not entitle 
him to any relief except that as he has worked for 145 
days in 19X5 again he was taken from September 1987 to 
January 19X8. Therefore, a direction is given that in future 
if any casual workers are employed by the Respondent, 
the Petitioner shall be given preference taking his seniority, 
as*of 1985 However, a wand of caution that this apply 
only for future engagement and will.apply for engaging 
casual labourers or^d will mot disturb-any juniors who are 
already in casual cm^lbyment. 

Aw aid passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Govvri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me in the 
Open Court on this the 9th day of June, 2003. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 


Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined Wit nesses;examinee! 

for the Petitioner for the Respondent 

WWJU SrrS. K, Sardar MWl : Sri A. Pandurangam 

MW2 : Sri D.V. Krishnamachari 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Ex. W1 : Copy of service certificate issued by A.E. 
Charminar, dt. 6-7-87 

Ex. W2 : Copy of service certificate issued by SDO, 
Saifabad, dt. 30-3-95 

Ex. W3 : Medical certificate for the period from 10-7-85 
to 9-8-87 

Ex. W4 : Copy of service certificate for a period of 149 
days 

Ex. W5 : Copy of representation of WW1 dt. 7-2-89 

Ex. W6 : Copy of Lr. No. T A/ST A/9-10/Genl/HD/lI dt. 
4-16-89 

Ex. W7 : Copy of representation of WW1 to . GMT, 
Hyderabad dt. Nil. 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

Ex. Ml : Copy of proceedings of the Asst. Director 
General (STN) relating to powers of C.G.M.S. 

M ftc#, 4 *PT t 2003 

TT3JT. 2208.—aijrilPi'+i Riqiq 1947 (1947 

14) ^ m 17 

ft frrfe a fte ftftFB 

wfr afrrirfrr artery % w wn 160/ 

99 ) ^iRfld 'Mdl %, ^Tt fft'TR ^ 4-7-2003 ^ 

W7T *TT I 

[4.1^-4201 2/257 Cst.\.) ] 
TFT TRf, 

New Delhi, the 4th July, 2003 

. •;, S.O. 2208. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award. (Ref. No. : -160/ 
99) of the Central Government IndustrialTiibunal/Labopr 
Court, Kanpur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers,in-relation to 
the management of Indian Institute of Pulses Research 
and their workman, which was received by the.Central 
Government on 4-7-2003. ■■■■■• 

[No.L-42t) l2/^5W98-IR ! (DUj] 

KULDIP RAJ VERMA, Desk Officer 

i 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI SURESH CHANDRA PRESIDING 
OFFICER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, SARVODAYA 
NAGAR, KANPUR, U P. 

Industrial Dispute No. 160 of 1999 
In the matter of dispute between— 

Sri Gaffar Ali, 

C/o Rajendra Prasad Shukla 

115/193 A-2 Maswanpur 

Kanpur - 208002 

And 

Director 

Indian Institute of Pulses Research 
G. T. Road Kanpur 

AWARD 

f. ^Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
vidfe notification no. L-42012/257/98/IR(DU) dated 
3-5-99 has referred the following reference for 
adjudication to this Tribunal— 

Whether the action of the Director, Indian Institute 
of Pulses Research, Kalyanpur, Kanpur in 
terminating the services of Sh. Gaffar Ali is legal 
and justified ? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled 7 

* 

2. The concerned workman has filed his statement 
of claim with the allegations that he was employed by the 
management of the Institute on 1 -1 -89 to perform the work 
of permanent nature against vacant post of permanent 
labour. It has been alleged that the workman w-as paid Rs. 

2127 as w ages by the management at the end of the month 
in accordance with the provisions of Minimum Wages as 
has been made applicable by the Govt, of India. It has 
further been alleged by the workman in his statement of 
claim that the management with a to protect themselves 
from the legal benefits payable to the workman attached 
his services with the licenced Contractor with effect front 
1998. Workman has ftirther alleged that he was in the 
services of the management much before the induction of 
Contractor by the management. The concerned workman 
alongwith his counterparts had performed the agriculture 
in the farm of the management, which was being 
supervised from time to time by the management. It has 
further been alleged by the workman that the management 
used to mark his attendance alongwith his counterparts in 
a attendance register. It has also been pleaded by the 
workman th^she^management is an Industry. 

3. It has been further alleged by the workman that 
he had completed more than 240 days in each calendar 
year and his work and conduct remained satisfactory. It 
has further been alleged by the workman that the 
management of the Institute has terminated the sendees 
of the workman abruptly with effect from 23-5-98 and at 


the time of termination of his services no notice, notice 
pay or retrenchment compensation w-as paid to him by 
the management, hence termination of the services is in 
breach of the provisions of Section 25F of the Act. It has 
also been alleged by the workman that after the termination 
of his services several fresh hands as labour were appointed 
by the management without affording any opportunity to 
him for his reemployment, hence management has also 
violated the provisions of Section 25H of the Act. The 
workman has also assailed his termination of service on 
the ground of Section 25G of the Act as several juniors to 
the workman is alleged to have been retained by the 
management and are working with the management On 
the basis of aforesaid allegations it has been prayed by the 
workman that he is entitled for his reinstatement with 
effiect from 23-5-98 with full back wages and continuity 
of service. 

4. The management of the Institute has filed a 
detailed written statement wherein the claim of the 
workman has been denied on various grounds. 

5. Workman has also filed his rejoinder statement 
wherein facts alleged by him in the statement of claim 
have been reiterated. 

6. The workman was debarred from adducing his 
evidence on 6-6-2001 by this tribunal as none appeared 
in the case from the side of the workman nor workman 
himself appeared. The management filed their evidence 
on affidavit but failed to produce the witness before the 
Tribunal for cross examination by the workman, hence 
the evidence on affidavit cannot be accepted. From the 
order sheet of file it is evident that the workman moved 
an application dated 26-06-02 for permission to file certain 
documents and to recall the order passed by this tribunal 
by means of which the workman was debarred from 
adducing his evidence in the case. The said application of 
the workman came up for disposal on 21-05-03 before 
the tribunal but as none was present from the side of the 
workman nor his authorised representative appeared to 
press the application dated 26-6-2002, hence the 
application was rejected by the Tribunal, and ife case was 
fixed for argument, on 6-6-03. Arguments in the case were 
advanced by the respective parties on 6-6-03. 

7 As held earlier that the affidavit of the 
management cannot be read as evidence in the present 
case as the management failed to produce the person on 
whose behalf the affidavit has £•*&?» filed for cross 
examination by the workman 'ozlaH the tribunal. The 
workman has already been debarred from adducing his 
evidence in the case. Hence ii is a case in which virtually 
no evidence has been adduced by the either party. It was 
onus on the workman to have lead his evidence in support 
of his case but as he failed io sc the tribunal is left with 
no other option but to hold drat the workman is not entitled 
for any relief for want of evidence. 
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8. Accordingly it is held that the concerned 
workman is not entitled for any relief for w ant of evidence 
on his behalf in the case. In the facts and circumstances 
the action of the management in terminating the services 
of the workman with effect from 23-5-98 cannot be held 
to be illegal and unjustified and the reference is answered 
in affirmative. 

SURESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
M 4 3Jdli 2003 

^T. 3TT. 2209.—Rw 3lfafWI, 1947 (1947 
mi 14) mi HRT 17 FimfaHFT 

% HHRFR % Piqfami' ajh; dmfr m4miti % mid, 

sfjhr ff PjR't ajkjtfw fams alfajPim srfamw^H 
'qlqlciq,^H3T%HW^HmTfwmRTit,'di%dfcT'*RmR 
mi 4-7-2003 mi RTRT HT \ 

[B. Rct-40012/249/99-3TT^.3TR. (FhjJJ 
TT^T q*4, aifamif) 
New Delhi, the 4th July, 2003 

S.O. 2209.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Jodhpur as shown in the 
annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Deptt. of Post and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
#on 4-7-2003. 

[No. L-400 1 2/249/99-IR(DU) ] 
KULDEEP RA1 VERM A, Desk Officer 

3tWlPi<*> (qqiq 3ir*4<=r>< u ( TrH 9FJ ^HTHTdH, 

hRiuH srffamrfi : sfcnri frm rhtt, 

aft. fa. (%dffa) n 07/2000 g 

^iHKih 3m qniuM mi, Pirnt-ti hfPh mf *fa*iid 
htft ms m^r-24, #Hd4r . 

mdim 

1. M'j'Scn frO^im (sim), 

2. Tq fafi^m c$im) .arsrtHf 

(1) m*ff mi sfa yfafnPH fr 

(2) mi ^ ?rt *hrt yfaP-tfa mi. 


famm 26-2-2003 

m WI HRfl Ub+K ^ 3rf*R£ddT MW T£d. 
40012/249/99/3TTf.3TR. fadm 29-10-1999 Pt pRd 
qiyct 3TfaPi ,j iq fh ' = m 7 TT<rP7 ml Trimr farm ^ :— 

“Whether the action of Sr. Supdt. Postal Depart¬ 
ment, Jodhpur Division, Jodhpur in terminating the service 
of Shri Deshlaram S/o Sh. Danaram Garg, Ex, Extra 
Departmental Agent w.e.f. 1-1-99 is legal & justified ? If 
not to what relief the concerned workman is entitled ?” 

wft % ^ ^TFcjct mfa fr stfarnfam farm far 

3ti4f mi ft3fmrfaiTm3-7-9i mi strth i mfadH ff iFpRHRii. 
% rf rt ft mwi mi hhr-hhr hi dfam ff 

sryfafam % hft faffad wmari ff mfa mfa % fan* aryfa? 

faciei farm mm fan h mfa farm, nfa 96 is 

3 1- 1 2-98 ctm einiciK 'su 4 f % srctfaf %£^.^.3. % r; 
Hrmfafmm, 31-12-98 mi mfaHHtffafamiFfai figtt 3 ?fa?r 
h yrqf mi Pfafa rrtr mt it r|, ffm ',4Hiffa^34^mRt>r 
HFf mrim, mr^ faffar dfa fam, ^snmsn ^ fern, mi^ 
hrm w i\ mt£ mi n I s >n«ff mr 

^ 34 % Rm mi 3^. fa ff 240 t^r Pt 

3 rfam 3 ^fa crmmfamrfcTm m ^ 

mi wm mi ^ t rnn 25-Rm mi dcdMH mr?t fr 
mihftim^ 4 im?it fmin^f mt‘ffm 3 aimmr^% i T 7 mri 
3^4 mPi^ mi ff wt, * 3 ^ ^fi mr fam 

niPrmH t, wmH^ri^ 4 i% 1 wrT 
mi 'lid'll wfi mr, Rm 3pm ^rfmr %cwfaF mi Hi in^tf % 
ht«i fm^mr fmm ^ri 3^ 4 i mi 4 td t, HmRTnni mi 
hhiPvi 4* arerfaf hri 25-^h arfafwr % UTRHPTi 
mr 4 i 3<rdHH fmm t, Prm hhiPvi 3^ 3^ mm 

HFirntm^FH umit (h-hm 77 Tim. «ii. fa. srfaPmmr 
fmm % 1 3 trt ff mi 11m mwi mi 3^: 4 ' wm 

HFnt 3rd ^m HfFct ffm ff fm 4 mr 

^rfafmfa hiRct fmm mfa 1 

3TRTHi mi H dRH RRT?T Wts\ mFT HHT fm 
^faramwi Hnd trmsii i^i.^R.Hi. uiHMim % 19-6-91 ^ 
30 - 6-91 dm f^i hi citmfi hi Tjmsfi % ^ 4 
ttfai mici'iMi mm 3 - 7-91 mi^3eim[37T%RT ^viditiM 
mi HR^mr me ffai mm, mmi mi 3tdH-aidH srrrt 

3M«ii % mgf 3TCHtt ^tmFHT RT ePTRTT HR? cTHI PH^Pmt -R^ 
mi yrnf % mjRR 3 trPh Tjof Fi^ mt ^rm Pr 3«rm fmm hrt, 
^rwiHi 4*11 nmT rt Pi^fqu FftmR mr^ "ff 3 iRfa RHim Fi% 
hi HR^mt 31 - 12-93 mi fmm hrt fhi stft F^mi 

HFf mfa "^ 1 % Rt 3 d: 3 rht i fmjfmr hf! di h^ 1 
simnid ^tid 4 < % fd^fmr famm 3-10-98 % 

3TJHR 3-10-98 ^ 31-12-98 mi 3Tdfa % fd^ 3T^T 
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311^1 wf % 3FjTTTT 4qi Tt F2TRT RRT RT I FR Tfiff Rit 
RTRf R TRTRilT fRiRT «n, sftetfRRi fRRTF aifilPm % WIH 
^rnrft^T fRRFTtR tort rt cTFj^RFf Ftro, fRRpflR tort 

TT^fzt Rit 71RT TT^RlfHRi FR Tt RFt ’NKfll'H SI«hflK 3T.fR. T^T3 
(RRTR STI'TOCR) fw? 1964 ^ -HRifcW Ftcft t ~*t TRf RT y ff % 
HIW TrTRiR <+<4> Ft 3TTRn* f^Fgf^RT R?T *q)q>K f^trHI RT I 
3 >;>iki R< Rif 3f.fR. TTTRTT ^IqiHlci £i«ldi FTRfRT % FR 4i 

RiT W TT^FJT^r Tt Rit^ RFf t FTTt TTRiTT ^HeT^T 
SI RRT % ^.Ft. T?FR %FT RF RT 9ft %^TRT Rit FR% 

aH|c|<"4 vilf^ci % 'H^RU^RTlf Rit PiRifra U-lJs+j^i 1 J 0 f RiT^%RTF 
Rit r^ i uT*ff Rit rf trtir rt f^rgf^RT TTRRt sifRiRi arwR 
T^Nr Ft RFf Ft R^ Rt RftWT RiT RRR Ft ^T RFf FtRT I 

RT*ff % RTR-RR % TTR®fR "4* ^RR Rif TOTR-RR RT<£R 
fRiRT fTOT RT 3TRTRf RRTf¥R SKI fFTF Rit R^ RRT 3RRRf Rit 
3TTT Tt TTT.Rt. RTTIcTT RiT TOTR-RR RTTfR fRiRT fF7T RT RTRf 
ylcififa ski f^K5 Rit R^ I aTRTRf Rit artT Tt RtR FTRT^TOR Rit 
Ritzt yffl-H) "^T Rit R^ I 

FtRT R^ff Rit Rf^Rfwr Rit RFT? Tfft, RRTRRt RTf 
3TRcTtRiR fRiRT I 

RTRf FTTT RF RfFT RRT % F& 3-7-91 Rit iFt.TJR.Tlt. 
% RF RT f^RR fRiRT RRT sfR Fr 4 f^FR TORTTarf 3 RiTR 
fRiRT! 31-12-98 Rit FTTRif T^RTF %ftlR 3TTF?T ^ RRTRT RiT 
Ft RF TO TRi ^k.^ '4 % I 

TRTtftFITTRF WRRT%RTRt RitRiRt RtiFt.RR.TTt. 
% RF RT R^f $ Rt RRITR) (4^1*1 R^T^RI PlRfRO 

RfRvRI % afrc <stn y fshRi RT aTRPfa "fR^RR RIT RRRTt l 
RTR? % 19-6-91 R^ 37tRRRTO RTZl i^t.'qR.Rt. %^tRT 
^rrR RC RRR1 ^ RRR fRRT aftT 3-7-91 RTRRRn7T % 3R 
RTPT RT RR RR^RR RR fRRT RRT I RRTR 3-10-98 ^ 
31-12-98 ^ RRT% RRTTT ^TR f%RT 11 

TRR RT*ff % 3TRRt f^ Rl> w)<*K fRTRTt%^t 
fRJ^RR-RR R# iRRT RT, ^T^T R^ RTRR t %RF ^TtRRRTO 
RvlRlff ^TTRRT HIR^RTR^ RR R? RTRR fRRSlt 5HT RRpT ^RTT^TTcT 
R TRR: ^ RFm WtR ^RT t RR^% ^TtRRRJm ^ RT«ff % 
18-6-91 RTt "RTRT iRTRT RT ■STR 3-7-91 Ri4 RTRR [rhi' t I 
■^TTt fTRfR Rf 3TTRRRR7T RTR? R# RMfll ^T R? fTRfcl RFf t 
3TTT R^ RTcTT t fRT RT«ff R RTTR^TRR RcRT ^RR iRTRT 11 
fRR^ft RH R? TR^ RTRR 1? f% RTRf 'Rt RiRcT % ^R "^f 
cTRTRT RRT I 

RRRT RTRf R 3-7-91 ?> 31-12-98 RRrfRRS^ % 
RFT d'lMKRTRl^RT^t ^Tft ^ fTRflT R#f 11 

RTRt Rlt 37k^t TT,.3TT^.3TTT. 1998 ^RRT^ 656 
RR(R ^flfRRTR RR RTT PqPlTRR fRTRT f^TR^ Rv^T 
RRT % TRT^TfT fRRTR °HIMlRq) 'iRlfqfRRt ^ qil4<fl t 


Rt RR RRtR R7t RftRTRT ^ SR^RT, ^R RRR ^ f^RTR R#f 

tl 

RTRf Rit 3flT ^ Ft TJRT.tTcl.aRT. 1984 ^RT 244 RTRRT^ 
%RtR>cR, RRTR ^RTR RR. RfrSRT R5T f^R^RR ^TT fRTRT f^TR^f 
qqcfl R)4 ri 0 Rit WRt Rit R^ «ft RR 4t RTR 25-T3RF RTt cTF^ 
RTRI RRT, feTR "4’ R^ fRRT^ R^f 11 TFFgcT RRRRT "4* 3TT«ff 
SHI TtaiyJ'ffl R7 1*4(5 q4 240 RjIH (4)^1 Ft Q/4t f^uRr 
RFf t, ^Rt fTRfcT RF t^RTRR RTRf RTt RTtf cTTR RFf 
%t*W\ I 

RTRt Rft^TtT^ RRT.RR.3TTT. 1991 ^T 683 RTRRTTRvC 
RRTR TTRTRTR TFJR RTf fRfRTRR ^7T fRiRT iRTR^ RTRf % 240 
1FR RiTR fRiRT RTR^ R^T RT fR4fTT RTfr RFf 11 FRt RTR 
RR.Rt. ffriRcT fe fqzt^IR RJ=RT 189/03 Ril fRfRfTRR 4t ^?T 
^aR f^TR^ 4t 240 f^R R)IH fq>Rl RRT, RFT Orff fTRfR RFf ^ I 
aRT: RF fRfRTRR RTRt Rit R?tf cTTR RFf Hg,Rl<ll I 

fRRSft Rit aTtT ^ RTT^Cf T3FF % RRT fRRR ^7T R^ 
f fRTR^ RF fcRfR TTO Ft# t % fRfW R^ RT fR^fRR fRTR 
TOT R^ RT^Rt I fRR^ft RTf. 3&1 ^ f4RVH R^RT 

21331/2000 #R#T FT^R^ R5T iRRR ^?T f%RT RjIRA" RF 
TRRT fRrRT RRT 1? iTO'RFT fV<4t 3TTRifTRRT ^Ff % fTRT fTRR RF 
TOt RR RRT Ft afTT ^Tft fTRfcT 3 Rft fRRRRTRRR ^T STT^T 
fFRT RTTJRT Rt fTRftT 3RRRT RRTRF Ft RTTRRT aftT 3TRTRVRRT 
Rt^TFTTFtRt I 

RF^cT RRRRT 4" RTR? Rit fRRSTt '5TR RTRt Rt fR^RTT RFf 
%RTRRT t FTT% a|fT fRR^ % RtR RRTRRT aRT TRRtRTTT 
RH TRR^R Ft TRTfqR RFf RTR Ft RTRf % 3-7-91 
31-12-98 RRTfRR#%RFf RTTRl^RT Ft RT 31-12-98 
% q«rl u s<. r 4 240 f^R RiTR fRiRT Ft ^Ftt R^ fTRfcT tTlfan 
RFf ^ I 3RT: RTR? Rt^ Rf^RtR RT^ RTT arfRRiTTt RFt % I 

3TM^RfR 

3RT: RF arf¥Rf% fRiRT TORT ^ fR> aTRIRTTR H U S^1 
fRTt^TR (FTRi) ^RtR^ T3[RTOTRJJFcftR fRTt^TRi (SIR)) ^tTTcT^T 
FTTT RTRf ^TTOTTR ^R 5ft FTRTTTR RR Rit RTRt 4t fR^RR R#f 
fRiRT RRT RTRf R aTRTRf % #R Ri4rK afTT fRRtRRT TOT TRR^T 
#TRlfqRRFf FtRT, RTRt% 31-12-98 ^^ %R^FTR4"4* 
240 f^R aTRTRfRJJT % 3TRtR RiTR RFf f%RT ^Tft fTRfR "4 TTTRf 
aTRTRfRJJT ^ Rt^ aTJRtR RPR RiT^ RiT arfRRiTft RFt 11 

RF 3tMr4r 3TTR fRRTRi 26-2-2003 ^t T^ TOTRTcTR 
4f FTRT^T RiT ^RTRT RRT I 

fRTOTTRT, TOTRTRt^T 
M %cft, 4 ^cTT^, 2003 

W.3TT. 2210.—a^tdfRR7fRRTR3TfRfRRR, 1947 (1947 
TO14)RftRTTT17Rr3T3TTRJT'4,%RftR TTTRiTT Tlt.Rt.F^J.^t. 
% RRRRR % TRTOS fRRtFRif afTr FR% R>4 RiKT % RtR, 
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fa sfratfoor fqq|<; fa 3f|fafoo 
^^nOTRO, fatnjr % 3RT0 fa OOnffacT ORfa %, fa fafao 777007 
fa 4-7-2003 fa 3T0T ^3TT OT I 

[fa. 3^-42012/51/2000-3fa.3TT7. (fafa)] 
fcT^r m ofa, tw 3rfoonfa 
New Delhi, the 4th July, 2003 

S.O. 2210.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Jodhpur as shown in the 
annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of C.P.W.D. and their 
w orkman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 4-7-2003. 


[No. L-42012/51/2OOO-IR0U)] 
KULDEEP RA1 VERMA, Desk Officer 

3fafafoor fooie 3Tfoooq 03 SR 7 3N I R3 , 

W'-, rt»K>U 

37 ^* 337 ! : 

3TT. fa. (fafafa) fa. 07/2001 , .’ :. ‘'. ’ ’V 




fr, faqifal 0RoF3T,.0F7fiR 
.Tn®ff 




STfaynfaf 37ffaRnffa]3 (fa. THR TTct.fa. )(ffa fa l faft ) 

330 fafa 588 faTTRfaT .3T5Tlfa 

Tlfalfrf; 

(1) orfa fa fafa fa fa ffafa ofrio ofofofo oo. 

(2 ) 3737 fa fa fan fa fa wtt faifafa oo. 


ffafar 30-4-2003 

30 ootro oko trotr fa 3mfa or nio or. 

42012/SI/2000/3TI5.3TR. ffafar 30-6-2000 fa ffao ffalF 
OT73 fafafanpT TRTWTOTRO fat faffa ffan % $ 

"Whether the action of the management of 
B.L.F.O.-I, C.P.W.D., Jaise liner in terminating the sendees 
of Sh. Shiv Narain S/o Sh. Kjfaina Ram Parihar, Ex-Motor 
Lorry Driver w.e.f. 1-10-99 is legal and jystified ? If not 
do what relief the workman is entitled ?” 

Olfa fa 3730T OFT 33 OTcJcT 3R3 ^ 3?FT f far fa 3TF0 
1994fa3fatwfa3fafaPtTT (ffa^ct) 
fat-nor. OR. fa. (ooo) faroffa Eifarffa footo foon or.fo.fo. 


fa ffaj33 ffan 331, Olfaf fa ROTOR 30-9-99 OOTOifa 

ffan w 1 - 10-99 fa fart^F3fa?r fa mfa fa fa^ 37^nfa 

i*RT RHIkl 3R fa fa | fa3T 330T 3Rfa fa Wd-fl On "^3773^ 

faf ffan 031 , rot ?ttf on farffar faf ffan 3 ort 25-070. 
fa.ifa. 3Tffa330%3T33faon33R33ifan loifaf onoroot 
for <s«fa fa3i Am [fa % ok 37310! fa 3rfaor <|7 or, r o^ i m 
far ffaifa ^RTR fa fa3T fa 7737 031 ofa fa^T fa T73fa fa 
IF ^ faOT fa 37lfa fa fafOR faf fa fa | ^77 30TR OTTI 
25-7(3 3 25-fa % 3Tofaof On fa 33R30 "ffan f I 3f fa 

^rt tjfarfaoTTrorffa fa ijfa faw fafa fa^nfafaf fafai 
3RT fa fofao ffan f for 3ifa on fan Tnfafar 3nfai ffafa 
1 -10-99 fa 303173 ffan WOT wfa fa 'jn: fa^l fa 03 edi OrlR 
fa3T 3 fafat fa Ifapn ffafa wfa on 3TlfaT fafa ifaOT wfa | 


3nnfa fa far fa wno fa o^i nor t ffa orfa otfa fa 
■50 onofao fa fonffan or^o orfaofa 03 or ofaorfa ofa on 

03T3fa orfa fa L'f'5'faoi 3T faffan 3-IHMH. fa 30 OT fa 
ofa ffaoi 0311 3T3tfa OnOTcTO ‘»nOT-3T^ faoi 

ofa fafaos: fa 1 |0 3R0 'fal : facnf03T*fan A fa ifa 5 fafa33^ 

t ^ ^ H%li10. #f-fa : 3I%0'.,31vifa fa'faffa 

TJ7J fIT fafaonfa OTfal 

37 fart, fa fare k ‘"fa ’ ofao oidfa fa faor ¥0 onofao fa 

Vf‘j/% . ‘ , f ! *. I- • • J1 w * ;- ^ ^ • 

^0Ti®3 ORTcT] 7^31 fa I ffano ^tO ^flOTO fa fafaoR fa fa ffan 
wn, f 3 Tfa oici 3 - fa 00 % fan on fa farg< ^to fa 
Ifan w?n t ooffor of fa% 0 R on fa onfonr 1 100 mfa fo 
fooFi on ofaorft fa ofa or fa fafanfa fafaron ^to faor 
TTOTOT ORO On OH fa fat ofa fam I WOOOT far fa oTCK % 
fao ^ foon fa ofa onvForfa ofa 1 1 mfa orfa fa fo 
onofaro % 3ifao ffafa of 37 faor fa ofa tft, ^nnfa fto 
fonfaorooifa onoofaooofalfanooT i3F faoRnooi'l for 
foffao oonoRt’ .frt oifa fa fa or fa fo onofaro fa wrro 
ornfa fa fa nor oofa fawfa on •gomo fa fafaron: fttt fa 
Ifan nor o % ffano '5T3 1 fafarfaf Or onoorfa fa offwi fao 
wfa fa ffafa loom wj wfa ofa fa wfa t, oifa fa ftt 
o.ifado FRiorfa faofafofafa-oowfaofa ifanoor i 3 tot 
fa fofao ffan t for oifa on fao -33 nwi Tfafar ifan wfa 1 


Oifa fa OTO -33 far otofao fa 703 W 3130-30 37^0 
■fan ifar 37 3 mTfa vffafofo ftti ffaTF fa fa nor 3 mrfa fa 
337 fa 3n7.30.fa3R on wT-33 3750 ffan nor ffar 37 mot 
offalofo FT 7 T ifaF fa fa 1 mfaf o 373 T 3 f fa 3 fa fa foffao 
FTorfawo fa ofal tFo ttIoot fa?I fa fa I 

faff ofa % ofofoffano fa 3F77 ^oi, oorofa w 
3T3RT3T0 Ifan I 

Oifa FTO 3F OTFT 33T IfaOTfa 1fafa%3Ff 00*07 1 fa 

R310R ono Ifan 1 1 . 10.99 faoTrfa faofa fafaoor anfai fa 
TRT3T OR fa fa fa for fafafa f I 






[FFTili—FT5 
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f*mt 5TF W W FFT % 3Tt*ff F F 

F^faR F7 F«R* F?f t, %FT«2fa "f F1#T 4i<rl<* 

■'.', jj".-; ('•- -■; ■;;:; r' >rV*l$V ‘•z. ’’ 

fq*u 4 1 t FSt. <sscri®F . e F<fa Fi<t ^M . .,* ... 4 

FFT UTFf % STTFt yftmfle 3 FF7f-I FT^ F^ 3TT% 


faWt Fft^rtr $ srrrq^. wr % ^ f fara fs 

FPZ FiFF 'ffai FTFf F^ft Ft fowl F>t ^ wf FTf I 

FTFf F7 fs ftff t far TOf-2 f 3 TnrriT-xr^ $ fs 

WZ;t fa> RTF? faysft % F^T <+i4fV FT, F^.FFTF-FF %Fet 
^ w %t faniTFf % faFIF^f FTeTF? F7 FiTF faiFT % I RF^ 
FF TO fau 3 fatFTt, FS f^fir-TOf-2 F 3 FFTF- 

^ wz F^f ^tcft i Ft cRdi^ra t ff 4 F£ faFfa 
FPZ%fa>FIFf "SRT ^fTT% ^5Tf^TT T T^Tt %f^» cft^T 
FTF%faRf^FFT3fRFK3 fae-fae SffajfTt’ 3 **Rl FFT 
11 ' 
fajtf $F7 faFPFFT sfa <FT?pT' 


FfirW 39<ff^t W) F^; tFF7 V f4p 

FtF? F7 F^ FRTF % far faRT- - ^ Rt SWllW f 
FF^ #7-^F> FI ^fa FTF ^ FTFf F?t fa*tfa 4’ 

3TFT F^Tt FFFT 1 faFStt % F7T S^R faiFl % fa> FtFf 
% FF% F^i FTF7 Fid-* F7 F7F faFT afa FR Ffaf FRR 
^ 4t #7-^ RT 3F%"^n^ #t ^ I^ ^TT^Tct 

TTFcfcT ^ t M FF faFfa TW t fat jtf £Rt ^^R % 
FTS7F ^ F7F fatFTFFT 3ffcfaFfa3 3TpT Rf^rMt %'^ 
(h 4l. e kii r =t>4 e tri < (. ^7 cti)! n^l *n i 

f^’4. 102/aSM.^T^T 44 frmJWI i 

■■ 5‘C'.<U’ •' ^ >. >'-W<i«-^> 





Tfjeq^^ ^TR.^ruRT RRi 


^\x 


a K’F ’.'.-/“rT ■■>?■.■ .‘V: < 

fiwTC.U 1127/91 ^1544/99 % .^^^^;- 

f%4 R411 

■^F ^TTvR Rff fF# FT? % 1% 

^ wff ^nt.'?Rr<T ^r, R^ft ^fr 

•giqt oFt| 3T3cfpr RT% ^7 arf^Rt RTf 11 

3iWr^7 


x.:. 


far^rft, 4 2003 


cFT.3ir.2211.— 1947 (1947 

^T 14) mi 17 % 31^H<u| 3, %7#T FR^R 
Tjf^TP^R M>*I«F"f afR ZR% «=fr»4«=blCl 

% 3T^cfF 4' rnf^V 3fl«HP|ct) Pqqic; 3piylP|qi 

3#^RF/9R1'^t*TJT % W y<=Hf?[cl ^FRcftt, 

FT°FR ®Ft 4-7-2003 RTRT ^3TT FT I 

[F. TT^T-42012/170/t9 1 ^.«m. (^j) ] 

^id<^7 TRT •3ffiiq)i<l 

New Delhi, the 4th July, 2003 
S.O. 2211.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award 0 f the Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Jodhpur as shown in the 
annexure in the.Industrial Dispiile between the employers 
in rSlation to the management of Board of Apprenticeship 
Training and their workman,^-which was received by the 
Central Government on 4-7-2003. 

[No. L-42012/170/99-LR(DU)] 
KULDEEP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
3T^£T 

afteftfe iRRR TF m ^TTFTRF. 

7ldm1i ^rfWRT : 47171 fwt ^Rn, ^TR.ttf.^.TTF. 
<$. fa. (%Fffa) F. 38/2001 

Ft fRtTTRfa FT^ TF Ft TTFcrfF^ FTZt ^Tlfa F^ct Piqi41 
frr fare ff, .Tn«ff 


? V<t>'- 

*1V 


®RTF 


pSijiF-, ^faSFT 'retfa^FF %o, Ft-124, ^Hlocni 

r ’ Iffefrro rfe faF FFF, M faF# I 

2. fa^l^fefat mwt Ffa (Frfa ^T) 117 ^eT/440 
^FT^7, WRI 

3. FFFR7 PfaFFT, faFTR %Ft, ffa^cTT Ffat^RT FTF, 

WFFTF 4. 3, TFRt 4 4 4 5 FF^fat HlKliqihq> 
F7#5T %TFF, FtW 1 .3FJT«faFt 


3FT: F^ erfafaFfa faFIT^^ITctTf fa? Ft^f falFTRRFT 'JF 
Ft fa^MOH tP^KF srrfaf aifaTTTFt arflRRtT, fa^<T [Ft.rRR. 
FF. (I)] #.Ft.FSr5.Ft., ^Fcfal ^ iMfam n 
ch4^iR F7 FTt^ F«R FT I ^Ft faFfa ^ 3T7T^f ^Rt Ft^ 
FRTFT ^Ffa FFRT FTtF^^f falfa fafaft ^ ^cft 11 
3FT: FtFf 3TFTFf F>t^ IJTFT Ftfa Fit 3 tHt 4|<1 FFf 11 

-q% srfafarjfa 3M falfar 30-4-2003 7^ ePTTefa 

4 FFTT^R FR ^FTRT FFTI 

fawuet, eraR-fan 


Fqft«ricT: 

• 1...; -^Ff F?t 3 Tfr 3 Ft.%. F%R Tfafafa 

' 2. afaTFf '#jFFT71 

..\ ; i-. a .•, •■■* ■ .:..... ic- 

fa^far 21-2-2003 

?R rfalcFT F^ faeeft % ^ftf! stPfjfft FRrfar TT^T. 
42012/170/99 3TT?. 3TR. () falfar 27-1-2000^ fae 

faFT^Ftfa 3Tfafa7fa W t :— 
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Whether action of the management of Board of 
Apprenticeship Training, Extension Centre, Jodhpur in 
terminating the services of Sh. Shaitan Singh Bhati S/o 
Sh Rawat Singh. Ex. Peon-cum-chowkidar vv.e.f. 
1-11-98 without notice and retrenchment compensation 
is legal and justified ? If not, to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled T 

FT# % TO RR P3Rp TO# p; arfRTOfp fW t 
1% FT# TOT ##P TOF##TO Pl4lR-l TORfcR, "TOtqp #’ pf#TO 
TO. 3778/97 RTO.TOt.aft. 02~10 tp# 7-8-97 P F#ftct TO I 
^7# TO. 1 A FT# #t fTO#7T #TO fro TOF 3R# TO## # 

ptr ; RTRw?ft % tor toft# to. 3 tor^r #’ 
RTOTO 17-3-98 TOt FTTO: 10 TO^ TOTSTTRP TO f^ TOFf#R #, 
FT# TOt TOF # ^q»u fHcil f# TOR TT3T. 7RTOR % PtFl'P 

roR#R, #TO£C # TOTO# TOR#R TO TOTOT p % ## FTOT l fP 
fTORT RTO %, 3TFT# TO. 2 % IT [<## 23-3-98 % PT 
^TTf# TO# p TOP P T^fT fTO#f# TO #TOTTO 10-4-98 
W TOT TOR 7TO TORTOT FTOTTTOWcT FTp TO# TO FT# TOt ##?? 
FTTO p fTOTOTOt FTOTTOT # FT# % ##f# #TOTTO TOt TO# R? 
7JTOTT TO # 'PTOT TOT FTOT#WTO % TOt cTcT TO I' T 3TFT#R T, T 
TO #TO PT FT# TOT Rt3TR-TOR-#TOlP % P % ## TOTtfKTOR 
fTOTO TOTT TO TOffp #R % FTTOc^FT# 4 fpTTO 1 WTtoO 1998 
TOT #3TH TOR -TOTTOTTOT % p P •TORT TO#RR RFR fTOTO 
^^•37^1-1-1998 #3#eT 1998 RTOFT# TO HP #af#- 
TOR-#TOtp TO TO TO 50 TO# FTO#H #R TO TOFT TORT TO 

TOT 11 Prop ftorto-f^ p p*#?# tor#r, 

#Rp # #3 tR-TOR-TO]#IP % TO p #R RRfs>Rt' % 
TOR FTOTlfp ^FR# TOT fWF#‘ FT# TOT TOR # T-tH-H feief TO 
r-IUMU froiFT 'P FTcTTfp TT# FTTO TOR TO# STR## % 

P frorf^TORt TO flTOTOR #R TO. FT# TOt #F TOT ttrtrtor # 
TOfro trow tott frorot tort # ft# 4 23 - 4-98 tot ###- 

TOR-TOTTOtp TO To TO TO*iTO #R 1 500 TO# TO TORT TO#RR 
RRP f#TO TOT # FT# TOTTP pf fRTO # TOR TOR TFT 11 
TTOT TOT TOp '3TORTO IpTTO 1-11-1998 TO TOTTTOf TO. 2 ^ 
TORTRT TOT To 1-1-1998 TO 1-11-1998 TTTO jJR 304 

fP TTTOcTOTRTR TOR fTOTOT, "^TOT •3RfR TOT^ff TOT TORf TOcTtTORTO 
TO TOTO% fRTO fTOTOt TOTOR TOt ‘TOT^ f?ITOITO TOT eft R "ft TOT% 

froro froTOPp totto to! TOtf toiTri^I tot p, R^ft toT fpT 

fTOTOT TOTTOTTOTOT to toItot Itot ini’ll Irorot tor TOFtronft ^Til 
toP, fror fTOTOt fdfeici totPt, fron pr fr to Rtfee tp, 
troro pr rtf tott Ptot TOt pro Pro fp p froror ^arTron 
fp TOTTOfroF -p % fropff % froro to tor to IRsito 

TOT^TT ^ fTOTOT fTOTOt TOTOp TO?T TOTTOTTOT froTO fpTTOT 1 -11 -98 R 
■^tot ^ to 9 ^ RR fpr TOt frofR fp^; p rrt 25 -p P.fro. 
arfrofroTOTO ^7 tortottot to top pro Ftro % totrt R utoi-ITto 
11 TO TOt TOFT it fro 3RT?ff TOt FRT TOHlpTO TO p <^R^ i 
troR TOFt P TOF 1 P TOTOR PT 25-TOt.P.fR. 3TfTORRTO TOT 


TKxmU Ft% % TOTRI TP ^RTOTO TO STT^T RRTOPttTO f \ P Rt 

TOFT ^ fTO ^TOrj2R7TO7% ^TOPR^aTR TOfRTOT TOt FtsTR- 
TOTO-'^tTOtp % p TO7 ^TO R* fropT TOTO 3TR Rfg f p ^ 
^TO^^ s ^^^ : ?3pT‘ ; TFt^ T T^PRTORPT25-p. TOt. 
tro. TOf¥wr TOT TOpff pr TOTTO PTO fTOTO PT t fPr% 
TOTRI TOt ^qi^eTTOTO TOT TOl^TO RRfcITOiTO % I TO? Rt TOFT t iTO 
TOTTOf 71 TOfTOM 9ffTOTO TOTTO iff TORTTOf % TOFT TOTTOR f f^pf 
TTOT^ P Rl^fRcl to4toi( 1 TO)ft a fTOTOTTOT'pTt I TOTTOf TOT 'TOP 
^ fro TOTOTTOf pr fpfrocT to4ri(I TOt totRt TOTOTOT TOfTOTOTtf 

pf P fropF fTOTO TOTOT11 TOFT TOt TOT TOR TOTTOrATO TOR TOT t 
Rt TOTTOf TOt TO^TOrfroro Tl^l^Rki % TOTF TOt pt TOTOR % TOTTOT^ 
P FTOTTOfTOcT TffpT % TOTTOR TOT TORT TOt fpfTOTTOT TRH TO7% 
TOt TOtTOTOT Wft 7T3t ^ t TOTTOt TOT TOTOTO f iTO P ^TOT^fTOT ^ 
^TO7 TORT cTTO ^fRRR t 3^R TOF TORT TOt TORTTOt % pt 
TOtTOR-TOTO-^tTOtp % P P TOPt TOT4 TOt tp 1? I TORT 4 
1ro%p froro t fro ft# % ^ topj# toiR^to ^to ■'jtototo % 
TOT^TO fptro 1-11-98 TOt Ru-W fTOTO TOR, FT# TOt TTTOTcT 
cTTTOf #FcT p: #TOtt P m\ R# FTO TlTO ^T P# TOt fMro ^ 
^TO7 TlTO TO pR#fTOT TO# FTO TOt TOTOTO TOT TOTOTOT #R TO 
PTO TOFT# 7T fpr# to# I 

TOFT#TOTOP 'ilfd’H TOt dl41d 28-6-2002 TOt##%# 
TO# % FF7RT TO5TT# T P :r T TOt TOR # "TOt^ pfTTOrf TO# ^3TT 
fTOTOTOFPT^ 13-8-2002, 18-9-2002 TO 12~11 -2002 TOt # 
toft#p #t tor # "rot^ TOFfroror to# itot Itoto ft fpiro 
12-11-2002 TOt TOFT#TOTO % Rl64 ^ c Hh<'6[ TO#TOT# TOT TO#7T 
uiRa froror totot \ 

FT# # TOP TOTTO-P TO P#T # TTOTO TOTT PTTO-FTO 
FTp fTORT TO f#TOR PTO#TOTTO TOt F## F## F7p TOt TO| I 

FT# FfTOfTOfTO TOt TOFTT pt, FTOTTOcrft TOT TOTO#rTOTO fTOTO I 

FT# pi TOP TOTTO-P % TR#T # FTp fTOTO TO# 

ttfto-p to tof top froro f Ito irorot fpfror toft# ttttoh 

#* #TOR-TOR-#TTO?lP %• P P 1-1-1998 TOt "TOt TO^, FT# 

# TO si cl 1998 TOTO cTFTP TO# fTOTO # 50 7F# Ff#fp #R P 
fTOTO TOFPT^FPT-FTfl pr PPR fTOTORR TORTcR #pr 

# #TOR-TOTO-#TOtp % P p P #R 3l«rf#it’ % TOR 
TO# TO# fp# FT# TOT TOR # ^Rrofelcl TO, ## PT f##p 

# ## ro# % fptct ft# rot Rrofroro froro fpRft 

FT7TTOT #’ FT# # 23-4-98 TOt #TOR-TOTO-#TOtp % P P 
TOTO^T PR 1,500 TF# P TOFTOT TO#P TTTORTT, FT# 

rot#roir 3 ttototo1ftotto i-n-98 # trrt p # to^, ft# # 
1-1-98 TO 1-11-98 TOTO ^TOT 304 fp TO# froro #froro TO# 
#TORJTOT TO# TO p7 RTF TOT TOtfTOTO, TOt#TO #TOTO TO ^Pt 
TOTOTTOTOT TO# fpr, TO# TOTif 3TT#FP TO# f#TT TO # TOTt^ WTO 

ro#ro# rot r^, 3tft# prrot r^ #tot #p rot to rto i # tor 

25-p7.aft.fTO, arf#TOTOR % FTTOTOTTOt TOT TFP TORcTTOTO % I P 
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# qR«d 4 i 72 #rf 7 ^#f#'nt 

-m wmjaft % -TT^t^T srfa# # 

% r^rt W¥5rf 73 rs^ 

wm sjrj 25-# *r 25-RR.#.fe. sTfarfr % rpto#' rtt # 

^rf-pi frf 7 t*it % i 

RT# # #7 T* RRFf# R 7 # ^Tctfe# 7 TTSR fell # R^ 
z iswi w, Rfem rr wi-w- 

#R7feR %RR# Riff %T(RR fetich 6-3-98 fVita'i 'W-hIciR 
RR RR feRR? 21-2-1998 Rfe^-RFT-##^ %7iraWR 

wr, rf rr sn^-RR, rf rr M R7 wti rtrr srfR- 

RR few 2-4-98, ferret RR uraff # 3fRtt RR 16-4-98, 
RRRRTC Tam RRR RR Rfrf RR few 23-4-98 irf # rf 
prgf^FcT RR 18 RfflWTC 1998 3TTfe <vWlrf' 3 R# RR 37RT«Tf 
%31#R 1 -1-98 ^ 1 -■11 -98 cTRTI,500R#Tn?Fj?nrfRRT 

'ticket teri KR i fo iR rf 11 Rrf % ~3RR rti-rr r ttrr-rr 
rr r 3? Ta«s=i ferc# #3irfRt3 fe'Ri m\ 11 am: msff %r 
rft-rr, wi-^ n«n s-kii«l 4 i ttjsr k rt# rr arsnaff % 
31RfarfgfRR feW 1-11-98 Tt ^ % RR> R#»5T M 3 
ePTlrtR 240 feR ^ aifw RR*J RRRT R rfpjf# ^ ^ 3TRT*ft 

sro W'% rr T^» w rr fefer, %fea rfR r ^aTTRsn 
rf frf "SfHi HH i Piid t rf ferf 3' rtct 25-t^ #.fR. 
arferf^m % dJi^vutfRi w ir R# # rtw dsf sfe ■$ 3tr«Tf ?rt 
uwf # rfgfRR fe:77% «T^T t& am 11 

^W^klfe^TWVt,1JT«ff^ 1-11-98 #rfgRtT 

fww^isr fe:R^rfk77 few 27-1 -2000 # 577 ^PicR 

RRRf^frfW,R^f#fe#7Ti£tfeRI^ 1-11-98 Tt 
27-1-2000 cTRrfrfrf’ 3 trirT % rst ^f tw11 
aicT: 'HH'W erf ^ ^ ^ 

m fef*T 27-1-2000 arrf ^ RTem W 30 TffeTm Tlfef 

^’jfe % fe^ 11 

3tf ^p<ufaj 

31cT: m arf^frf frf ^TleTT t fef T^W fe^W 
1 feftffTT RfeOT ^g, Wffifi. 3, ^RIH. 445 

7 TWFT WWF ^TW rfH, SKT RTRT WRRTF 

rf ^ {Hd f flg Wt Rtrff-'SfRT-^NfeR % Tt 

1-11-98^rf^ ^R4TaT^f^T5eT»r^^tl 3RT: rffw 

m, TTI*?f ^ wm. feTRR RPfr -SflM, ST*ff Vfrf ^ fekl 
27-1-2000 3 37Trf MlerlHI d * 30 yfeFflfl 1lf?I % 

WR aT 7 T«ft rfw ^ UTRf ^rf I 

R? rfrffe 3m few 21 -2-2003 Tgfr 

fHWI U^ l, ^TTRfRfel 


^ fee#, 4 ■^eni, 2003 

oRT. 3TT. 2212.—sjfefTTW frf^ arf*#RRT, 1947 

(1947 ^r 14 ) # mi 1 7 % ai^OTf ^f, ?xom fe^st 

llfer^T fRMFT % W4(f7 % 7TO rrf'aichT afR^rfrfrf 

3T^^^fefrf: fetJK -Cf afcjtfTRF 3lfWR4/ 

m ^TRTTeR, % rfe # Jl*blftw rf f, # %fe^T 

7WR # 04-7-2003 # RTRT ‘gSTI «n I 

[U R^-42012/103/2000-aqfT^. Siarf.^J.)] 
jfv^ferc TPT, 4TTWRT 

New Delhi, the 4th July. 2003 

S. O. 2212.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Industrial 
Tribunal-cuin-Labour Court, Jodhpur as shown in the 
annexurein the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Locust Warning 
Organisation and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Government on 04-7-2003, 

|No. L-420I2/103/2000-IR(DU)] 
KULD1P RAi VERMA, Desk Officer 

3ftiAPl<% fa'cflfe 3|fi|cf,R[U| 11b( iflR ^IHIIHil, 

51FRTT rflT 7 J T <TT, •3TR. 1^. 1RT. 3ft, TR. R. : 29/ 

2001 3TE^ -tpf sft 3TS§^f 3#fe! -snfe ^TIcTRPT 

fe. HfeV-rfl ^rfpt fe# # R# % RTR, 

„. Ttmf 


^fTR 

kfew fe^st llfewr fR-^FT ^77 % RTR 
Tfe, TmHTtT, 1 ... 3THT# 

BMkqfrl ; 

1) UMT intfldm W feeliM 3R. 

(2) 3F7rMf yfafafa #TRT. %. 3R. 

few 28-4-2003 

m RWR, ‘FRtT 7R4FJR, ^ fee# % 3T# rf^RJW 
sPWR^. 42012/103/2000/371^. 3TR. few 24-4*2001 ^ 
frf frf^ Rf# 3lfRferf ^8 # ^ftRT fe^Tt t" : — 

Whether the action of the management of Locust 
Warning Organisation. Jodhpur in terminating the services 
of Sh. Abdul Hafiz S/o Sh. Abdul Azi 2 , Ex-Daily Paid 


» 
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Ma/.door u.c.f. 6-1 1-83 is legal and justified ? If not. to 
what reliefthe concerned workman is entitled ? 

5nMT % 3TqqT qfq-qq 11 Eld qnf ITT -^tt % fq Riff qf 
f'^Tw fffq 1 -3-197S q1 3Rfiqt % RR qqsf ^ft qqqtO 
% qq qn qn % -m q felted 3qq?t fsRT rri qr fq 

w ft qfqffq 5/ - qq^ r yfams ISO/- ^ qqq ffm 
qmintr Pett qqi, qiff q fqfq q iqqiqn 6-ii-i983 
enr cHTdR f^T=TT Tqqf Rq-qq % qnq fqqi SRI 6-11-19S3 
qi sTir^q q Mite-*, erttt q qrqf qrt qqiii niqr'q qn ft, 
twin 3? qq qrf qqq qff qqiqr q ft qrtf qrfqq ri 
EERT qi HSTFT5TT ffqi, Riff % ERT REIl'd ft 5jR % RR- RR q 
240 tfq V 3Tm^7 RnR fqqi I RF -HI RTR % fq qqiMRqrnE 
TR erirt % Rif rrerti njft qqt qff qf ttri otrtrt f qn^ff 
RffERIEHlte R RET 25-^qqiReqiqq fqqr tRF ft W! 
T5S Rift qft ERI ■HMlte % ''TV^tlrl ERlft R CeHMdR.H^ RHKIH 
REET. fqnRTeT REEdl'd, IRETE Rtf ft RRI 
fr e qq Riff qr ert e fnft eft eirr fqft err qt qni 

iim RFl ST rn l R1RT qr qrqq t % EER RE 1994 R ERTer 
Rqfqfq’EER lidded E EREE EE fqqi nit ffdfq 11-1-99 
qr fe er % etr rr fqqi qqt fq Eiqf 3Tnqr %e 3iffrfqq 
fRRIF 3qqpfqn%>mq RnRElft q/RT ETEri f 3RT: FE ^t Tq nqq 

e re qiq e fnt i str f fqRqq fqqr i % et# 

qf erie fbriq 6-11-83 qrfq eri ERiffT ^ qm rqn "fT: 
j~Tfqd qq ^ ermcTTi #^t tth\ qi?fl ^ orqi?fl ^ 

qqqqr qqq qq qq^ fcjdtoi t 

^TqiqT qrr sfrr ^ qqrq TR^qq^ ^it qnfcqq7 qrrfqqr 
q q^7 qqi ft fqr qiqf qn TTiqqr-qq qt^ q^j f q4i’ ; T; qqixjf 
fq'iqrr ^tt tp ^ qfr qfrqTqr q q^t 3q?n 11 qqrq q qiqf % 
qrn-qq q qfqq q^-qf q f^qq t qqr qqq f: fqr qqq 
■3iraTFfq; fqqiq jqqfqqq 1947 qd qftqrqr q q^f qqq f, 
snqf % oqq?qqr qfiiqnr q^f qqtq f q«n qq qpjmq 
qqqn qrf firq t. qi p -ft % ^nqr %q qqq q wrfer fiitt q^qq 
qq qnq qn qft dip'll qqrf t qiRRqi 3qqfqqf qT?q t % 
qiqr qrr q-niicri qqqr qrqqq 20 qq ^rrqi t 3 tr q?qq qjq qt 

qr?- qq qicr 1994 -q" ET ^Tt qfqqi; E qqTfqq 

qq^tq qTrrqfqqr urfqqqqT q qrqf %qr^ qq Tufrst qq Iqqi «n 
Tqf?qq '4f qisq qq qiqqr-qq fqq^rqq; ^q q -fen 
r, qra qq 3qqq qr et qn qiqqr-qq qrqqtq q?ff Ffq q 
^tK'Ji fqq ^qqt qyrq |r t 3qq q fqqqq fqqr % % qj«ff qvrf 
^qjftrq etet qqq qn qmqqq q?ff t, qiqf qq qiq-qqqq ^ 
Tqiirq fqqi qqf 1 

qi'4i % qfn-qq % qqqq q qqq qn Trn-qq qqqr 
jqqr fqq qn oqnm ^jq qd q^ q^n orqiqf str q 
%. tt. Tqq qn qqq qn qqFf fqqq fiqq qn qiqf qfnfqfM fnq 


vsm qfl q^ t w-ft qfr 3 ?r q fMTpq dqndqid ^ qqq qfqqr 
%^tqt 1 

qqt qqf % qiqfqfwn qn qqq ■gqt, y-qq^ qn 
inncilq-d %qT i 

qi ? nf 'smi rf w qqt fqi qqq 1 -3 -78 q fqqqt % rsi 
qnq %rt str 6-11-83 qqr qrnnE qnq f^qii fqqttnt set 
E nd fqnn fqqr qqr t sfq qq qrqq i%qr % fq: ^ q %nsiq 
qqrqfqqi ^qi-nqqqr -gqi qq/nq nqrfnq qq fqqi qqi 3 tr snt qn 
^ri qnqnqRf qqqnqqi f 1 

qiRt % onqqt qfqqnt^q q qt rr qqq fqrqt % % qqq 
fqq# % qqf crqrmn qnq fqrqi, ^q qqq di qq^i-i 3 5 
qq^TT t ifqqqt%qr#%'. Tq. fqFqfnqqqqrfqqqn 
qnq^qrqqn?i 11%qq «f|-qnq rrtt qrm qrqfr 

fnnnq q sr t qq^ qqr ^ fnqnq qq q^ir "gqi % 1 ?q qiqt 

% q^ nqR: nqfqnn f%qi % % qiqf qn qqqr qqt 1 

^q qqq qqft qn q? qniq t % qqq qpq 78 q 6 -11 - 83 
qqr fqqqt% q?n ddidK qnq fqqr, ^qqn qi i, ngqg q fqqstft- 
qt 37tn q qq q?rf fqqi qqi 1 1 qqiq R‘ qj ^mq nqffqd qq qi 
Fnnn fqqi qqt % 1 qq$ RqnO qr qfr? sqqq q?nf qqqr qqt 
1 1 qq qqnn FRft Mt eRPt qn qfrf fnqor fqq^q qt 3TR q 
q#f f 3q f i fqq? A q ski mn qt Trqrqt qqt qnq| ^qq ^ 
-atrqrfqq fqqi 9 qfqfqqq % eqnrqmqq qrqqiqf qft M t ddi 
wf qtq?i 

fqq^ft qrt w aqqfq t fq qq q' %qftq yvii^Pd^ 
^rfqqnq ^q qqqn 7 qrfnq qq fsqr qqt qi 1 qq^ q^ qq 
'TT'i ,J i t, 11-1 -99 qT qqftq qqrqfqq qfiqqnq qr ^ttstt 
T q f rt t fqqq qrqt qi qqqr-qq qmq ^q qrt aiqqm st 
qi q r?q qqq qqqn qn ppirq^q nr fqnqrqrr nit |rqn q i 

fqq?nt qft 3 tR nt w ^qqfq qt qrt qi i fq qqqr fqqiq 

qft qfnqrq q q^f -sttctt q 3 nq% ntqqq q 3 tr. q^r. 
^5. 2000(1 tnRRqiqqq 552 ^rq^qen^^qRf n^nnqf 
qqrq nrqnqyq npq qn fqfqrqq dq fqqi fqqd qq fqqr 
qqt f fq nj^n qpf ^q qqftl qr ft RF TRq qff qq q nqqqtq 
TTfqr q qrqtqcr fqqr qqt qnq ft ft tfqr qnq q#q qt qfnqrqi 
d‘ nff qrTeTT qq^ q?n qr qrrf fqqi qnfntnF^ tRprm qi 
qnq qft t fnq fnqff q fqqaft fqqiq qftq qt qfnqiqT q qff 
3 q?n ft q^ qq qq qq zf-q qff f i 

fqqft SRi RF 3qqfq ft qt qf f fq qqqq 3Rqqr fnt 
^ qqrqr qqi 11 rf nrft % iq qqnq fnt q rstri qqt f qn^r 
qqet Rn 3qqR qn snjrTtq ^ frr qft fqqi qj nrqctT q Rn 
'RR f qq. T^r. 3 tr. 2003(96) fq 359, q ^ mre trr qqrq 
dRS eHR qqt ftqq qn fqqqqq f^t fqqi fqqff rri qqif fq 
%qq fnt q sqqq qn VfW qn iqn-w qff fqqr qr nrqqr 1 ri 


> 
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we%%3n«ff 1-3-78 ^ 

6-11-1983 

4R R^l RRT ^ 1% <jfqd "5T^f ^ | 

3JT«ff 6-11-1983 hr % ^ 

'TO *R4>K SRT ■^TFTTeR ^T 24-4-2001 ?$\ 3fw 
f^TT 7 FTT, ^ t 1% 3TT«Tf % 6-11-83 ^ 

24 - 4-2001 prefer 3 antra! % arriH ^ *h 4 P ^ra i t 

^ Wt |RI '5TT«ff VA-H 4^ f<Tf*T 24-4-2001 ^ api^T 
rrett w$ 25 Rfa?ra Tiftr ^ ^ -and! 11 

3jfafrofa 

^TcT; rs stfafaftid tar -snm t % 3n«ff sifwara^ 
T#5T ^ 9ft 37^e at#3T apjraf Rfe fa^FT 

|ch! 7RTSR, *ThFjr5RT6-11-1983 
SRjfRTT RR sAr 11 3RT: 3TT^f?m %RT ^TRTT t 3T5TT«ff 

PwW 3nMf r>1 tAt ^f Rraf ^st t!rtr 

trrr rtA ^ntnt, 3traf (A-h ^t 1%f«? 24 - 4-2001 ^ arr^yt 

HK11I 7TF 25 Sifted Tlf^TR^ '‘jfir^TRR3 3T5n«ff ^T%3R(7 
^ yi'<i A*n1 

R^ arfafRriR '3TP3T 28-4-2003 IfH raFIIelR 

5<rd]^R 4R 77RTRT T RT I 

1%T3JRTT, ^TPIPftTI 
^ f^c#, 8 RJcflt 2003 

W. 31T. 2213.—Ari)Rl4> (Ak arfafwj, 1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) RRT 17 % 3l^<u| 3, RT. ^1. 

fpT. % RR^cTR % fail'd A At ^7% 4>44>I<1* % Ar, 
3RIRR 3 Aw AARl* Aw 3 %#q trw AAfw 
AriRW-I, RRW (TT^t WIT64/96) A M^IPvid 

Wt f, A %AA RTW A 07-7-2003 A RTRT §31T RT I 

[A RcT-20012/187/95-371^ 3TR.(A-I)] 
RR. RR. 7JRTT, 3FR 

New Delhi, the 8th July, 2003 

S. O. 2213.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 64/ 
96) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-I, 
Dhanbad, now as shown in theannexurein the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of BCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 07-7-2003. 

[No. L-20012/187/95-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s. I0(l)(d)(2A) of I. D. 
Act 

Reference No. 64 of 1996 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management^Lodna 
Colliery of M/s. B. C. C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

PRESENT: 

. Shri S. H. Kazmi, Presiding Officer 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers Shri D. K. Verma, 

Advocate. 

For the Workmen * . Shri K. Chakravarty, 

Advocate. 

State 2 Jharkhand Industry : Coal 

Dated, the 20th June, 2003 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012/187/95-IR (Coal-I) dated, 
the 3rd September, 1996 the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour has, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 
(2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal: 

“Whether the demand by the Union that the 
dependent of Shri Raj Karan Singh is eligible for 
employment as per para 9.4.3 of NCWA-IV is 
justified ? If so, td what relief is the workman 
entitled ? 

2. In this case to-day was the date fixed for adducing 
evidence on behalf of the workman. But like earlier again, 
no witness is present for being examined on behalf of the 
workman. 

Sri K. Chakravarty appearing on behalf of the 
workman submits that he has no instruction either from 
the concerned workman or from the union and they appear 
to be no more interested in pursuing the present case and 
so this Tribunal is at liberty to pass any necessary and 
appropriate order in such circumstances. 

It appears from the record that this case is pending 
for evidence to be adduced by the workman since 
21-11-2001 despite several adjournments being granted 
for the said purpose. 
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Thus, taking into account the developments which 
have been made so far in this case as also in view of the 
aforesaid submissions being made by the workman’s 
representative it is evident that the workman/union is no 
more interested in pursuing the present dispute or case 
and when the person aggrieved himself is no more 
interested, it would be sheer wastage of valuable time of 
this Tribunal to allow this case to remain pending any 
further 

This reference, as such, stands finally disposed of. 

S. H. KAZMI, Presiding Officer 
TCvvft, 11 2003 

^T. 3tr. 2214.—3TTtilfw StfafWT, 1947 (1947 

14) TTf RKT 17 % <H^4U U | 3TTT 

% TR%Tcf"T % Wtt 

•yrrnt e ofratfrr TPtrc E ttctt srratta 

% W TTt^TT 3JT % 107/2002) 

y+nyict "Frmfr. ^rt 10 - 7 - 2003 ^ w 

^ort «tr 1 

[T. TcT-12012/478/2000-341^. 3TR.(^t-I) ] 
STiRT 3 >hR, 3rft) c hl'0 

New Delhi, the 11th July, 2003 

S. O. 2214.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 
I D 107/2002) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunai/Labour Court, Lucknow now' as shown in the 
anncxurein the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of State Bank of India and 
the 1 r workman, which was received by tile Central 
Government on 10-7-2003. 

[No. L-l2012/478/2000-1R(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNA L-CUM-LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW 

PRESENT: 

Sln ikant Shukla. Presiding Officer 
I. D. No. 107/2002 

L-1 21112/478/2000/1 Rf B-I) dated 28-5-2002 
BETWEEN : 

Raj Kumar. S/o Munna Lai, R/o Mohalla 

Krishiiapur Behind Police Lines, Badaun, U.P. 

AND 

The Dy. General Manager, State Bank of India, 

Zonal Office. 148. Civil Lines, Bareilly (U.P.) 


AWARD 

Bharat Sarkar Shram Mantralaya, Ministry of 
Labour, New Delhi vide their Order No. L-l2012/478/ 
2000/IR(B-I) dated 28-5-2002 has referred following 
reference for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the Management of State 

Bank of India in not giving appointment to Raj 

Kumar, while he has already declared successjul 

in the written test and interview, is justified ? If 

not, what relief he is entitled ? 

Government’s order was received and registered 
in this court on 14-6-2002. It is noteworthy that the notices 
were issued to the worker Raj Kumar ds well as Dy. 
General Manager, State Bank of India and the worker 
was directed that he shall file statement of claim complete 
with relevant list of reliance and witness with the Tribunal 
within 15 days after the receipt of the order of reference 
and also forwarded the copy of each to the opposite party 
involved in dispute under Rule 10(B) of the 1. D. Act. 
But the worker did not file any statement of claim. On 
14-6-2002 the Tribunal ordered for issuance of fresh 
notice fixing 1-8-2002 for hearing and Raj Kumar was 
also directed that on the said date i.e. 1 -8-2002 he or his 
A/R appear in the court and file the statement of claim 
together with all relevant evidence and the details of 
witnesses. 

On 1-8-2002 Sri R. S. Tewari appeared for the 
workman and requested for adjournment, which was 
allowed, and 27-8-2002 was fixed for filing of statement 
of claim. On the date so fixed, worker remained absent 
but Sri R. S. Tewari appeared and orally requested time 
for filing statement of claimeand therefore 1-10-2002 was 
fixed for filing of statement of claim. 

On 1-10-2002 the worker did not turned up and his 
representative Sri R S. Tewari orally requested time for 
filing statement of claim. Sri Tewari allowed and 
5-11-2002 was fixed for filing statement of claim. 

On 5-11-2002 Authorised representative of parlies 
appeared and matter was referred for preliminary hearing 
of Lok Adalat on 12-11-2002, but on 12-11-2002 the 
opposite party' representative did not turned up. The next 
date fixed was 10-12-2002 and parlies could not reconcile 
the matter by compromise therefore 10-2-2003 was fixed 
for filing statement of claim, but on the date so fixed are 
thereafter on 29-4-2003 & 3-6-2003, the worker did not 
turned up nor filed statement of claim. Therefore on 
3-6-2003 case was ordered to proceed ex-party against 
Raj Kumar and 27-6-2003 for filing statement of 
management’s written statement. On 27-6-2003 the 
opposite party filed its submission. 

The issue referred is whether the management of 
State Bank of India in not giving appointment to Raj 
Kumar while he has already declared successful in written 
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test and interview, is justified ? If not, what relief the 
workman is entitled to ? 

The allegations of the management is that the 
concerned workman was engaged on daily wage basis at 
the rate of Rs. 20/- per day in the exigency of work for 
the period 15-11-1989 to 15-2-1990 and during the said 
period he worked for 76 days for which wages had already 
been paid to him which he accepted without any protest. 
He was not engaged substantively or against any 
permanent post and did not work for 240 or more days in 
a calendar year, even otherwise no right for the 
appointment on the basis of above working period accrued 
to the concerned workman. It is further stated that Bank 
considered the request of All India State Bank of India 
Staff Federation and gave a fair chance of absorption to 
the various persons who were engaged in Bank on 
temporary basis or daily wage basis as per settlements. 
As per these settlements the persons who had been 
engaged on temporary basis or daily basis were called 
for interview and those who were eligible and who 
qualified the interview were placed into wait list panel of 
the various categories to the nature and the amount of 
service put in. They were to be absorbed in permanent 
service depending upon the vacancies, which were to arise 
with the Bank. The panel was valid upto December 1996. 
The validity of the wait list was extended upto 31-3-1997 
and as per agreement, the panel were to stand lapsed after 
the validity period of the wait list panels and thereafter 
remaining candidates wait listed on the panel will have 
no claim whatsoever for being considered for permanent 
appointment in the Bank. Even the candidates in the scale 
wages panel could not be completely absorbed and as 
such there was no occasion to absorb any person from 
the panel of daily wagers to which the concerned worker 
belonged and finally the panel of the workman stood 
lapsed on 31-3-1997. 

It is also alleged that the workman has not filed his 
statement of claim and as such the Bank keeps its right 
reserved to file written statement against any claim 
statement, which may be filed by the concerned workman. 

It is pertinent to mention here that the worker had 
put up only 76 working days of working on daily wage 
basis from 15-11-1989 to 15-2-1990 and more than 12 
years have been passed. 

According to settlement arrived at between the State 
Bank of India on the one hand and All India State Bank 
of India Staff Federation there was a settlement with 
regard to give fair chance of absorption to various persons 
who were engaged in Bank on temporary or daily wage 
basis. As per settlement all persons were called for 
interview and those w ho were eligible and who qualified 
the interview were placed in the panel of the wuit list. 
Such panel lapsed on 31-3-1997. 

In the circumstances as stated above the 
management of State Bank of India in not giving 


appointment to Raj Kumar while he w'as already declared 
successful in written test and interview is justified. The 
issue is accordingly adjudicated in favour of the 
management. 

LUCKNOW 

4-7-2003 

SHR1KANT SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
11 2003 

^T. 3TT. 2215.—stfafWT, 1947 (1947 
14) «ITO17 *R«t>K 

3 mm 

tL - 1 , 

zui 40/98) ^ t, ^ 

10-7-2003 ^ TTRT f 31T I 

[ri. T^-12012/193/98-®n£ 3TTC.(*ft-I)] 
3T3P9 3>HK, 

New Delhi, the 11th July, 2003 

S. O. 2215 .—111 pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 
CGIT-40/98) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal No. 1, Mumbai now as shown in theannexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Bombay Mercantile Co-op 
Bank Ltd., and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 10-7-2003. 

[No. L-12012/193/98-IR(B. I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALNO. 1,MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri Justice S.C. Pandey, Presiding Officer 
Reference No. CGIT-40/I998 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bombay Mercantile Co-op. Bank Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management Mr. R. N. Shall, Advocate 

For the WorkiiHNi Mr. Umesh Nabar, 

Advocate, Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated, the 23rd June, 2003 
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AWARD 

1. This is a reference made by the Central 
Government to this tribunal for resolving the inustrial 
dispute between Bombay Mercantile Co-operative Bank 
Ltd. (die Bank for short) and its employee 
Shri Mohammed Sheikh Saleeni (the workman for short) 
in exercise of its pow er under clause (d) of sub-section 1 
and sub-section 2A of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act (the Act for short). The terms of reference 
culled out from the schedule to the order of reference are 
as follows : 

Whether the action of the management of Bombay 
Mercantile Co-operative Bank Ltd., in imposing 
punishment of stoppage of one annual increment 
a nd denying promotion to Shri Mohammed Saleem 
Shaikh is legal and justified ? If not, to what relief 
the workman is entitled ?” 

2. The workman was represented by the President, 
Bombay Mercantile Co-operative Staff Union. The Union 
filed its statement of claim on behalf of the workman. It 
was stated in the Statement of claim that workman joined 
the Bank as Clerk from 1st November, 1972. He was 
working as an Asstt. Accountant in the year 1992. His 
name was approved for promotion to the Officers Cadre. 
It was stated further that the workman received a 
requisition slip for new cheque book for Savings Bank 
Account No. 839 held by Shri Shikari which was 
transmitted to him for verification bv the token clerk to 
whom it was submitted by one Dilip Subdeo Patil. The 
workman stated that he had some doubt about the 
signature on requisition book, he referred to Mr. Kapasi 
who was the Officer of the Bank. On the advise of 
Mr. Kapasi, the requisition slip was handed over to the 
ledger-keeper for verification if the requisition slip was 
issued from the previous cheque book of the account 
holder. The verification was completed and requisition 
slip was found to be that of the account holder. 
Accordingly, the cheque book bearing serial No. 26091 
to 260700 was issued in favour of Shri Shikari and was 
handed to Mr. Patil. Thereafter, the workman found that 
a cheque of Rs. 20.000 did not appear to bear the signature 
of Mr. Shikari, Mr. Kapasi wanted the workman to get it 
verified as was done in the case of requisition slip. 
However, the workman in his written opinion said that 
the cheque of Rs. 20,000 was not signed by 
Mr. Shika ri. It is, thereafter, at the instance of Mr. Kapasi, 
verification was done. Thereafter, payment was made to 
Dilip Subdeo Path. Another cheque of 7th September 
1992, presented by the aforesaid gentleman was not 
passed by the workman Mr. Kapasi however, got it 
verified on his own responsibility. He allowed it to pass 
but the cheque of Rs. 25,000 remained unpaid due to lack 
of funds. Subsequently, a cheque of Rs. 2,000 presented 
by one serv ant was passed but the cheque of Rs. 8.000 by 
Shri D. S. Patil was again referred to Mr. Kapasi. At the 


instance of the workman, Mr. Kapasi obtained a fresh 
specimen signature of Mr. Shikari. He then passed the 
cheque. About the same time Mr. Sawant pointed out 
Rs. 25,000 were never withdrawn by Mr. Shikari by 
issuing a cheque. Mr. Patil, thereafter, went away from 
the Bank. Upon investigation, it was found that by fraud 
of the withdrawal of cheque ofRs. 20.000 was committed. 
The Branch Manager reported the matter to the Managing 
Director. Pursuant to report Mr. Kapasi and the workman 
were suspended. However, no action was taken against 
ledger-keeper Mr. Vispee and Asstt. Accountant Shaikh 
Ali. The workman gave his explanation defining the role 
of each employee. The workman received the charge- 
sheet dated 3rd October 1992, on 08th October 1992. The 
workman was charged with improper verification of 
signature of Mr. Shikari on requisition of the slip with 
specimen signature. It was also alleged that workman did 
failed to notice the discrepancies in the requisition slip 
which was submitted by Mr. Dilip Subdeo. The workman 
was charged for negligence in performance of duties 
involving the Bank in serious loss, doing acts prejudicial 
to the interests of the Bank, and for the breach of the 
rules of the business of the Bank for running the 
department. The workman submitted reply to charge sheet 
but the Bank decided to hold the enquiry against the 
workman. The workman assailed the entire enquiry 
proceedings on the following grounds. 

3. It was alleged that initiation of disciplinary' 
proceedings against the workman by Miss. C. D.D'Souza 
was bad because she was not properly notified as a 
Disciplinary Authority of the workman. The second 
contention of the workman was that during the course of 
the enquiry proceedings vital and material witnesses were 
not examined by the Bank. It was further stated that certain 
material documents were withheld. The workman stated 
that by letter dated 07th December 1992, the copies of 
certain documents were demanded by him. These 
documents were not given to him with an assurance that 
they shall be produced during the course of enquiry. In 
the enquiry 7 those documents were not supplied to the 
workman and his prayer was rejected on the ground that 
he could not compel the opposite party 7 to produce the 
documents which it does not rely upon. The workman 
assailed the findings recorded against him as perverse 
The workman stated that he was punished by the 
disciplinary authority by order dated 06th Jan, 1995 with 
stoppage of one increment. The workman asserted that 
the punishment of stoppage of one increment was wrongly 
confirmed by the Appellate Authority. He further 
contended that in any case the Bank could not withhold 
his promotion merely becuase he was punished. It was 
claimed that workman was entitled to be considered for 
promotion after the conclusion of enquiry. The workman 
claimed that he had submitted an application in prescribed 
form. 
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4, The workman claimed that he had raised an 
industrial dispute before Asstt. Labour Commissioner, 
Central, which was contested by the Bank. The reference 
was made on submission of failure of conciliation report 
by the Asstt. Labour Commissioner. 

5. The banks case may be shortly stated. In the 
written statement, it claimed that the workman had no 
locus standi to file the written statement when his cause 
was espoused by the Union. It was alleged that this 
tribunal had no jurisdiction to direct promotion of the 
workman. It was not disputed by the Bank that the 
workman was given a charge sheet dated 03-10-1992 for 
issuing a new cheque book to D. S. Patel on 05th 
September 1992 without carefully verifying the signature 
of Mr. Shikari, the holder of account and the requisition 
slip which did not appear to have been part of the cheque 
book earlier given to Mr. Shikari. The charges were as 
alleged by the workman. He was defended by his advocate 
B. K. Hegde. The Presenting Officer also an advocate 
K. H. Granvankore. In the enquiry the Branch Manager, 
Mr. J. N. Amballa, and the account holder Shri Shikari 
were examined by the Bank. They were cross-examined 
by the defence counsel. The documents which were 
exhibited were supplied to the workman. The workman 
was given full opportunity to defend himself. The enquiry 
report is based on evidence on record. The workman was 
sent a copy of the enquiry report on it along with the 
notice of the proposed punishment on 06-1-1995. The 
workman made two representations dated 27-1-1995 and 
4-2-1995. Thereafter, considering all the factors in this 
case, the Disciplinary Authority passed the order of 
punishment of stoppage of one increment dated 06th April 
1995, which was confirmed in appeal by order dated 
6th May 1996. 

The Bank in its para-wise reply admitted the issues 
regarding the framing of charge sheet, the submission of 
the explanation by the workman, the holding of an enquiry 
but denied the core issues raised by the workman 
regarding the issuance of charge sheet by Miss 
CD D' Souza. It was said that she was competent to issue 
the charge sheet in capacity of Dy. General Manager 
(Establishment and Personnel). It was denied that the 
enquiry officer violated the principles of natural justice. 
It was stated that workman was supplied with all the 
documents and it has been so recorded in the enquiry 
proceedings. It was said that findings of the facts are not 
perverse. It was stated that workman cannot take the plea 
that since the concerned persons involved in the fraud 
were not examined and the documents relating them were 
not filed before the enquiry officers. Fair opportunity was 
given to the workman to defend his case. The Disciplinary 
Authority and the Appellate Authority had dealt with these 
points adequately. It was submitted that the promotion of 
the workman was kept in abeyance pending the enquiry 
as per memorandum of settlement dated 09-1-1991 since 


the workman was not exonerated. He was not considered 
for promotion on the basis of the list prepared in year 
1992 because he was punished in the enquiiy. He did not 
take the next chance for promotion by participating in 
the promotion process started in December 1997. The 
Bank claimed that he could not rightfully claim promotion 
earlier because he was not exonerated. 

7. The workman filed his rejoinder to the written 
statement. He contested the claim that he could not file 
the statement of claim. He further denied the averment 
made in the written statement. It is not necessary to repeat 
the version of the workman in the rejoinder. 

8. The workman filed the affidavit of M. Salim in 
lieu of examination in chief on the point of fairness and 
propriety of the enquiry. The Bank countered by filing 
the affidavit of the representative of Bank in the enquiry 
Shri K. H Gavankal Advocate. The workman was cross 
examined on 07-2-2002 and the witness for the Bank was 
cross examined on 18-2-2003. Both the counsel filed the 
written arguments. 

9. It appears from the written argument filed on 
behalf of the Bank that it is not pursuing its objection to 
filing of Statement of claim or to the power and 
jurisdiction of this tribunal. 

10. Similarly, the learned counsel for the workman 
has not raised the point that Mrs. C.D.D’Souza had no 
authority to issue to the charge sheet. 

11. This brings us to the core issue involved in this 
case. Whether the workman was given a fair opportunity 
to defend himself ? This tribunal must consider if the 
workman was given the documents necessary for his 
defence. It appears that on 19th March 1993 (page 40 of 
record of this tribunal) there was a demand of 4 
documents. It appears that the aforesaid 4 documents were 
produced along with one more and they were marked as 
Ex. 17 to Ex. 21. The copies of these documents w ere 
supplied to the defence representative. These documents 
are related to event of issuance of cheque book by the 
workman. There were other documents. They too supplied 
to workman. However, the grievance of the workman that 
(see page 32) the workman was supplied document Nos. 

1 to 4 mentioned at page 32. The document No. 4 of 
exhibit No. 7 and Nos. 6 to 10 were not supplied. The 
Ex. 7 which has filed by workman shows that he had 
demanded a copy of enquiry report of Mr. Kapasi. The 
other document Nos. 6 to 10 were circulars which were 
not supplied to the workman on the ground that did not 
exist. Let us now examine if any prejudice was caused to 
the workman in respect of a report of Mr. Kapasi. It was 
for the workman to prove that how his case was prejudiced 
by non supply of the aforesaid document. The workman 
says that the charges were framed on the basis of 
document No. 4. The workman appears to have stated 
that similar charge sheet was issued on the basis of enquiiy 
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report against Kapasi. He admitted that there was no 
enquiry held against Mr. Kapasi. The version of the Bank 
is that the document No. 4 related to Mr. Kapasi and 
therefore, it was not produced. It appears from the 
description of document No. 4 in Ex-7 in the enquiry 
that workman was not himself sure of document. It is 
described as report/statement/decision in respect of 
Kapasi Therefore, it is very difficult come to the 
conclusion that the workman was seriously prejudiced. 
His statement: before this tribunal in cross-examination 
does not show that he was seriously prejudiced. Moreover, 
the did make attempt before this tribunal to require the 
Bank to produce that document. Under these 
circumstances, it is not possible to hold that the workman 
was seriously prejudiced. His defence was that he had 
pointed out that the signature of Mr. Shikari on the 
requisition slip did not tally with the specimen signature 
to Mr Kapasi. However, Mr. Kapasi asked him to pass 
(he requisition slip. If that be so, he should have taken 
care to get an order in writing from Mr Kapasi. 

12.11 appears that otherwise the workman was given 
full opportunity and it is not his case that during the course 
of participation he was in any way obstructed. 

IT However, the further case of the workman 
appears to be that Bank has chosen to examine two 
w itnesses Mr. J. N. Amballaand Mr. K. S. Shikari. Other 
natural witnesses were omitted by the Bank. It may be 
remembered that on merits of the charges, it w'as necessary 
for the Bank to prove that workman was negligent in 
allowing the requisition slip to be handed over to Mr. 
Pali! The w orkman did not dispute that signature on the 
requisition slip was not tallying with the specimen. The 
workman should not have allowed the requisition slip to 
be issued lo a third person. The defence of the workman 
t hat he referred the matter to Mr. Kapasi was not accepted 
by the enquiry officer on the basis of the evidence on 
record. The bank could not probably examine other 
persons, w ho may have been guilty as its w itnesses. Their 
interests and their duties to give fair evidence conflicted. 
The material witness means only that witness who would 
prov e the case of the Bank. The fact that other staff of 
member of the Bank too were guilty shall not absolve the 
workman of his guilt. 

14 This tribunal has perused the enquiry report. 
The findings recorded there are based on tire appreciation 
of evidence on record. The evidence recorded therein has 
nut been misread or any illegal evidence has been 
considered for finding the workman guilty. Under these 
circumstances, this tribunal finds that tire findings are not 
perverse. 

15. This tribunal has also examined the findings of 
the enquiry officers from the point of view its powers 
vested in it under Section 1 l-A of the Act. After going 
through (lie evidence on record and the report of the 


enquiry officer in quite details, this tribunal is not able to 
persuade itself that this is one of the these cases where 
this tribunal could interfere w ith the findings of the fact. 
It would be fair to say that the Enquiry Officer has not 
found the workman guilty of charge not verifying the 
requisition slip on the charge that on close examinaiton it 
did not appear taken from the requisition slip supplied 
by the Fort Branch of the Bank. 

The next question that has been determined is if 
the workman was given proper punishment. This tribunal 
is vested with the power to examine this question in 
exercise of its power under Section 1 l-A of the Act. It is' 
also clear from the order dated 06-1-1995 (at page 139 of 
the documents of Bank) that the workman was awarded 
stoppage of one annual increment. This punishment was 
confirmed in appeal. 

16 . It is also clear that the workman could be given 
one punishment only in terms of order dated 06-1-1995. 
The other aspect of the matter is that whether the workman 
was denied promotion because he was found guilty. It is 
not disputed that the workman was due for promotion to 
the post of Officers but prior to passing of the order of 
promotion, the workman was charge sheeted. In 
paragraph 15 of the written statement it is admitted that 
the name of the workman was included in the list prepared 
on the basis merit on 24-1-1992. Before promotion, the 
workman was suspended on 11-9-1992. The Bank stated 
in paragraph 23 that as per settlement dated 09-1-1991 a 
person against whom the enquiry is pending is allowed 
to take part in promotion process but the promotion is 
withheld till the enquiry is completed. It has been stated 
that since the workman was not exonerated, his promotion 
on the basis of list of 1992 was not considered. 

The workman in his rejoinder to paragraph 23 of 
the written statement stated that the contention that the 
workman was not eligible for promotion on account of 
punishment awarded to him was not acceptable. The order 
of punishment did not affect his promotion as he was 
already in the merit list. 

19. The copy of the memorandum of settlement 
dated 09-1-1991 has been filed by the bank. It is marked 
as M-29. It is apparent from the opening paragraph of 
chapter IV that its provisions inter alia apply to promotion 
from the post of Clerical/Asstt. Accountant to the Officer 
cadre. It has been provided under the heading 
II REFUSAL TO ACCEPT THE PROMOTION as 
follows : 

“II REFUSAL TO ACCEPT PROMOTION 

If any employee refuses to accept promotion 
w ithout adducing sufficiently convincing reason, he shall 
be debarred for promotion for a period of 3 years. 

Employee in respect of whom disciplinary action 
has been taken for gross misconduct in the past would 
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not normally be permitted to participate in the promotion 
process for a period of 3 years from the time of infliction 
of the punishment. 

In case, however, where minor penalties have been 
inflicted, a Committee of Executives would review and 
take a decision in regard to the eligibility for promotion 
having regard to the gravity of the misconduct and 
subsequent service record. 

Employee in respect of whom disciplinar^ction 
is in process, will however, be permitted to take part in 
the promotion process, subject to the condition that the 
promotions will be withheld until the completion of the 
disciplinary action. In the event of the employee being 
exonerated, if due, will be given effect from the date on 
which it would have been otherwise effected but for the 
disciplinary action/’ 

It will be readily seen that the workman was 
participated in the promotion process prior to the 
initiation of enquiry. The workman was already enlisted 
for promotion. Therefore, the clauses on which Bank 
relied upon did not strictly apply. The fact nevertheless 
remains that the workman was not exonerated. He was 
punished with stoppage of one annual increment. In the 
opinion of this tribunal that matter of punishment of the 
workman ended with the passing of order dated 
06-1-1995 and the order in appeal dated 06-5-1995. The 
fact that workman was found eligible for promotion 
transpired before the order of punishment. As per 
settlement 09-1-1991 (Exhibit M 29) Chapter III the 
promotion policy under the heading Marks for Ranking 
the following items are relevant for award from Maximum 
number of marks amounting to 100. 


(i) 

Length of service 

30 marks 

(ii) 

Test 

45 marks 

(iii) 

Interview 

15 marks 

(iv) 

Past Service Record 

10 marks 


All that can be said that due to result of enquiry the 
past service record involving only 10 marks couid be 
affected. It is true that the punishment for a misconduct 
in last three years could be considered by the concerned 
by the authority. However, such punishment 
automatically does not oust of a workman from 
consideration for promotion. In view of this matter it is 
difficult to understand that how the workman disentitled 
himself from consideration for promotion. He could still 
be considered on the basis of all the marks obtained by 
him under ol heads except the head of past service 
His position iii fst could be reviewed as compared to other 
-candidates by awarding less marks. However, he could 
not be rejected out right. The Bank cannot be permitted 
to deny consideration for promotion on the ground a 
person is not exonerated in the enquiry and punished for 
a gross misconduct. The clause of settlement which says 


that the memo/show cause notice issued for more than 
three occasions and/or punishment awarded by the 
Disciplinary Authority for last three years shall be 
considered shows that punishment for misconduct beyond 
three years can not be taken into account. This clause 
was made for fixing the period so far as it relates to 
punishment. It follows that the past service record could 
be considered in granting or refusing the promotion. 
However, the commission of a misconduct within three 
years by itself would not amount wiping out the other 
record of a workman and entitle the Bank to refuse 
consideration of promotion. Even to these persons who 
are disentitled from participating in the promotional 
process for three years. The rule is not absolute. It is not 
a normal rule. There can be exceptions in a given case. 
That means even in such a case mind has to be applied. 

17. Although, the Bank had not pressed the 
objection taken by the Bank that this tribunal had no 
jurisdiction to direct it to grant promotion to the workman 
with effect from 1st April 1993 and grant consequential 
benenefit. It is necessary to consider shortly whether this 
tribunal had any power to grant relief to the workman. It 
cannot be disputed that non-consideration of a workman 
for the post of promotion is covered by industrial dispute 
within meaning of Section 2k of the Act. It is a dispute 
concerned with the employment or non-employment or 
terms of employment or with the conditions of labour. If 
that be so, it may be noted that Bank itself had stated that 
settlement dated 15-1-1992 between the Bank and 
employees governed the service conditions of employees 
so far as their promotion was concerned. This tribunal 
has jurisdiction and power prescribed by the Second and 
the Third Schedule of the Act as per Section 7-A of the 
Act and any other act assigned to it under the Act. It cannot 
be disputed the question of punishment of a workman 
for a misconduct would be either covered by the standing 
orders or by the rules oi Discipline mentioned in clause 1 
of Second Schedule and clause 8 of third schedule of thfe 
Act. It is also not in dispute that the Memorandum of 
Settlement dated 15 Jan, 1992 filed by the Bank in booklet 
form (Marked as M 10)atpage i6of documents filed by 
the Bank controls the conditions of seivice of tire 
workman. It includes misconduct and procedure for 
punishment as a term of Settlement. Therefore, it is 
obvious that this Tribunal is empowered to investigate if 
the workman was punished after fdjitawifig fair procedure. 
Once the tribunal was authorized Its famine the above 
question m per second and third of the Act, the 

Central Govt, had further power a*. refer the question of 
non-promotion of the workman because k was inevitably 
and inextricably mixed tap with she question of 
pmsisitment. Such power emanates from iO( !)(d) of the 
Act which authorizes the appropriate Govt, to refer the 
dispute or any matter corrected with or relevant to the 
dispute, whether it relates to any matter specified in 
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second or (bird schedule for adjudication. It is not 
necessary to refer to any other provision. The clause 1(d) 
of section 10 assigns the power to this tribunal to 
adjudicate upon the matter connected with or relevant to 
the dispute referred to this tribunal. Section 7 A itself say 
the tribunal can perform any other function assigned to it 
apart from adjudication of the matters referred to in second 
or third schedule. Even if this interpretation of section 
7A may not be acceptable, the clause 1(d) of the dispute 
regarding promotion as matter connected with or relevant 
!o the dispute referred to this tribunal for the misconduct 
committed by the workman. 

i 8. The next question is what relief can be granted 
lo the workman. This tribunal is of the opinion that the 
domestic enquiry' against the workman cannot be faulted 
and the punishment of stoppage of one annual increment 
was proper. However, the Bank was not entitled to ignore 
the rights of the workman to be considered for promotion 
i n the light ol new facts emerging on the result of domestic 
enquiry !» is no doubt true that this tribunal cannot by 
any means promote the workman. Therefore, it wcu,.* be 
proper to direct the Bank to reconsider the case of the 
workman lor promotion to post of Officer with an 
additional factor that he has been punished. The factor of 
punishment shall be taken into consideration as if it is the 
past service record of the workman prior to promotion in 
accordance with the Memorandum Settlement 
dt 09 - 1 - 0 ] filed by Bank at page 203 as per list of 
document and marked exhibit Ex-M-30 by this tribunal. 
1! the authority or the committee authorized to promote 
the workman finds that workman is still eligible 
promotion. It shall compare the record of the workman 
with those who would in below rank and were promoted. 
If he is found fit compared those persons then he shall be 
promoted and given his seniority according to fitness 
The Bank is directed to pass a reasoned order showing 
application of mind while comparing record of workman 
with those persons who were below' him in the list of 
promotion prepared bv the Bank in the year 1992. 

19. Accordingly, this reference is answered by 
saying that there is no defect in the enquiry held against 
the workman but he could not be punished with non- 
consideration tor promotion. Such a case would amount 
to punishing the workman with punishment of with 
holding promotion besides stoppage of one year annual 
increment. The workman can be punished only in 
accordance with the order of punishment. In view of this 
matter the Bank is directed to consider the case of 
promotion of the workman as stated in the previous 
paragraph Jlv. ^Terence is answered accordingly by 
granting the relief to workman partly. 

S. C. PANDEY, Presiding Officer 


M fte#, 11 2003 

^T.3JT. 2216.—1947 ( 1947 
T5T 14) ^ qrcr 17 % if, 

% TC Pt 41 *1*1’ #7 eM<y % 

<*3^ 3 We aftei) Pi* fw if hm ajfc 

1, ITOT?; % (^4 1R7I7TT 130/1997) *Rt 

TTlftm t, *K*K *1 10-7-2003 

[^T. TTeT-41012/45/96-3tri 

cpm, t** 

New Delhi, the 11th July, 2003 

S. O. 2216. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference 
No. 130 of 1997) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal No. 1 Dhanbad now as shown in theannexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Eastern Railway, Dhanbad 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 10-07-03. 

[No, L-4 h i 2/45/96 
AJAY Km AR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD. 

In the matter of a reference U/S. 10(l)(d) of ID; 
Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 130 of 1997. 

Parties : Employers in relation to the management of 
Esatem Railway, Dhanbad. ^ 

AND 

Their Workman. 

PRESENT: 

Shri S.H. Kazmi, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers : None. 

F«r the Workman : None. 

State: Jharkhand. Industry : Railway. 

Dated, the 27th June, 2003 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-4I012/45/96-I.R. (B-I) dated 
23-6-1997 the Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
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(d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal: 

* ‘'Whether the action of the Divisional Railway 
Manager, Eastern Railway, Dhanbad Division, P.O. 
& Dist. Dhanbad in reverting Sh. Kanti Lai Saw, 
Peon as Waterman is justified ? If not to what relief 
is the concerned workman entitled ?” 

2. In this reference case of the year 1997 none has 
appeared so far on behalf of the parties by filing letter of 
authority and at no stage during pendency of this case any 
step whatsoever was taken. From time to time only notices 
were being sent repeatedly and adjournments were granted 
on several occasions to enable the parties particularly the 
workman/union to appear and file written statement. 
However, to-day when the case was called out Sri R.A. 
Chamaria, President of the sponsoring union, namely, 
Rashtriya Mazdoor Sangh, appeared and by filing one 
petition submitted that exactly for the same subject matter 
and with the same term of reference concerning the 
workman concerned named Kanti Lai Saw, one another 
reference being numbered as Reference No. 21 of 1998 is 
pending for final disposal before Central Govt. Industrial 
Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad and in that case, according to 
him, presently the evidence is going on. According to Shri 
Chamaria, in such circumstances keeping the present 
reference pending is absolutely needless and some 
necesssary order in regard to the disposal of the reference 
be passed. None is appearing on behalf of other side to 
dispute the aforesaid contention or submission. There does 
not appear to be any reason to disbelive the aforesaid fact 
or development brought to the notice of this Tribunal 
particularly when the concerned office bearer of the 
sponsoring union is furnishing the number of that reference 
case also which is pending before another Tribunal. From 
the aforesaid fact it is evident that wrongly or by mistake 
for the same subject matter two cases were referred to 
two different Central Govt. Industrial Tribunals by the 
concerned Ministiy for adjudication. Anyway, since now' 
the aforesaid fact has been brought to the notice of this 
Tribunal the present reference is simply required to be 
dropped or finally disposed of in terms of the aforesaid 
observation. 

This reference, as such, stands dropped and is hereby 
disposed of. 

S.H. KAZMI, Presiding Officer 
^ f^c#, 9 2003 

^T. 3tT. 2217.—STfafWT, 1947 (1947 
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2/105 2000) 9xcfi %, "aft ^ 

9-7-2003 W<T *1T 1 

[■ri. 'qeT-16012/1/2000—3TT^. STR-Ost^)] 
frclfl q TFT W, 

New Delhi, the 9th July, 2003 

S. O. 2217. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. 
No. CGIT-2/105 of 2000) of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court No. 2 Mumbai now as 
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of India 
Government Mint, and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on 9-7-2003. 

[No. L-16012/1 /2000-1R(DU)] 
KULD1P RA1VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAL 

PRESENT: 

Shri S.N. Saundankar, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-2/105 of 2000 

EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE 
MANAGEMENT OF INDIA GOVERNMENT 
MINT 

The General Manager, 

India Government Mint, 

Ministiy of Fi nance, 

Mumbai 400 023. 

V/s. 

THEIR WORKMEN 

Shri Gopinath S. Nadekar, 

CGS Colony, Sector 6, 

Bldg. No. 202, Room No. 2443, 

AntopHill, Sion-Koliwada, 

Mumbai 400 037. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employer : Mr. V. Narayanan, Advocate. 
For the Workmen : Mr. A M. Koyande, Advocate. 

Mumbai, Dated 26th May, 2003. 

AWARD PART-II , 

By the Interim Award dated 17th September, 2002 
this Tribunal held that the domestic inquiry conducted 
against the workman Nadekar was against the Principles 
of Natural Justice and the findings of the Inquiry Officer 
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are perverse. Consequently management was directed to 
lead evidence to justify its action. 

2 On perusal of the record it is seen workman by 
the application (Exhibit-24) pointed out that since 
management India Government Mint did not aver in their 
Written Statement that in case inquiry held vitiated it be 
given an opportunity to lead evidence to justify its action 
and that till the decision the management did not choose 
to adduce any evidence, relying on the decision in 
Karnataka State Road Transport Corporation case and the 
land mark Judgement in Shankar Chakravarty case, since, 
inquiry held vitiated, workman be reinstated in service 
with full back wages. Consequently this Tribunal vide 
order dated 27/1/03 (Exhibit-25) modified the Interim 
Award to the extent to allow the management to lead 
evidence to justify its action and Corrigendum to that effect 
was issued vide (Exhibit-32). 

v In so far as issues 3 & 4 (Exhibit-14) which 
remained for adjudication of this Tribunal, after the 
Corrigendum (E.\hibit-32) management Mint vide 
(Exhibit-27) requested to allow them to lead evidence to 
justify its action in the light of the charges and also filed 
u ritten submission (Exhibit-31) and the workman Ex. 28 
on the issues and after hearing the Learned Counsel, 
perusing the record as a whole, 1 record my findings as 
follows : 

Issues Findings 

T Whet 1 icr the act ion of the Management No 
of India Government Mint, Mumbai by 
compulsorily retiring Shri Gopinath 
Santu Nadekar from the services of 
India Government Mint is justified and 
proper? 

4 What relief the workman is entitled to ? As per 

order 

below. 

REASONS 

4 The learned Counsel Mr. Narayanan for the 
management inviting attention to the written submissions 
(Exhibit-31) urged that the Mint is a very sensitive 
Department and that the alleged misconduct on the part 
oi the workman in respect of theft cannot go unpunished 
and from this point of view, he submits action of 
compulsorily retiring the workman from service is fully 
justified On the other hand, the Learned Counsel 
Mr. Koyandc for the w orkman relying on the KSRTC’s 
case urged that management admittedly did not recite in 
their Written Statement nor thereafter till the disposal of 
(he matter chosen to lead evidence to justify its action in 
case inquiry held vitiated which shows, the management 
is not willing to avail opportunity to lead evidence and 
that no obligatory duty in law to give any such opportunity 
Sito mow by the Tribunal, notwithstanding the fact that 


none was ever asked for or not even departed from, the 
management in any event now, cannot be allowed to lead 
evidence as Their Lordships in the said decision while 
making the observation to the above effect in their anxiety, 
that there is no undue delay in industrial adjudication. 
He submits that in view of the observation of Their 
Lordships of Apex Court in Shankar 'Chakravarty case 
and also in K.S.R.T. C. case referred to above, management 
cannot be allowed to lead evidence resultantly workman 
is entitled to reinstatement with foil back wages. 

5. I have gone through the decision referred to 
above and the ratio in the said ruling is applicable to the 
facts of the present case. Therefore relying on the said 
decision in view of the order dated 27-1-03 (Exhibit-25) 
and corrigendum (Exhibit-32) there is no alternative except 
to direct the management to reinstate the workman in 
service with foil back wages. Consequently issue Nos. 3 
& 4 are answered accordingly and hence the order: 

ORDER 

Since domestic inquiry held vitiated and there is no 
request to allow the management to lead evidence in case 
inquiry held vitiated till the disposal of the matter, 
management is directed to reinstate the workman Nadekar 
in service with foil back wages. 

S.N. SAUNDANKAR, Presiding Officer 

T? 17 TPT i, 2003 

^T- 3ft- 2218.—tvii* 12 afife, 2003 ^FRcT % 
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11. ^TJT, T^r^TR" % 

THRanV’-qf i 

[^irTTH-38014/49/2002-T^T^-1 ] 

%. #. ^4, Ph^I4> 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2003 

S.O. 2218. —In the Notification of the Ministry of 
Labour published in the Gazette of India Part-II, Section 3, 
Sub-Section (ii) dated 12th April, 2003 vide SO No. 1173, 
the following entries shall be substituted namely :— 

S.No. 

56. For 'Corporate Office of M/s. Hindustan Latex Ltd., 
Trivandrum (Poojapura), Trivandrum (including its 
Nirodh Factory at Kanagala and Kanagala unit’ Read 
Corporate Office of M/s. Hindustan Latex Ltd., 
Trivandrum (Poojapura) and Trivandrum (including its 
Nirodh Factory at Kanagala and Perokada unit and contract 
employees of Kanagala unit.” 

38. For' Central Sto res and Supply Division of National 
Seeds Corporation Ltd., New Delhi, Read ‘Central Stores 
& Supply Division of National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 
New Delhi and its units at Bhatinda, Jallandhar, 
Secunderabad, Kurnool, Guntur and Nandyal’. 

78. For ‘M/s. Bharat Earth Movers Ltd., Bangalore’, 
Read ‘M/s. Bharat Earth Movers Ltd., Bangalore/KGF/ 
Mysore'. 

11. For ‘M/s. HindustanZincLtd.,Udaipur,Rajasthan’, 
Read M/s. Hindustan Zinc Ltd., Udaipur & Chittorgarh, 
Rajasthan . 

[No. S-38014/49/2002-S.S.l] 
K.C. JAIN, Director 
M 22 *IcTTt 2003 

^T. 3TT. 2219.—7R44T 47 % 
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[44. WmTH-11017/11/97-34^. 3TR. (q). t^T.)] 
4t. 4p 414, ^544 
New Delhi, the 22nd July, 2003 

S.O. 2219. —Whereas the Central Government 
having been satisfied that the public interest so required 
that in pursuance of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of 
the clause (n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), declared by the Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour S.O. No. 
512 dated 14-1-2003 the services in the Copper Mining 
Industry which is covered by item 13 of the First Schedule 
to the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14. of 1947) to be a 
public utility service for the purpose of the said Act, for a 
period of six months from the 25th January. 2003. 

And whereas, the Central Government is of opinion 
that public interest requires the extension of the said penod 
by a further period of six months. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred’ 
by the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause ( 11 ) of Section 2 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central 
Government hereby declares the said industry to be a 
public utility sendee for the purposes of the said Act for a 
period of six months from the 25th July, 2003. 

[F. No. S-l 1017/1 l/97-IR(PL)] 
J.P. PATI, Jt. Secy. 
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